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A N 0 Hereſy, ſays he, is 4 Aeſiudtise of Religioncs as 


; 2 


a ba 
RIC 


WH | | ahh in the Front E his e Ante; 
«| himſelf a Lower of Truth, ſhould think 
7:4 ie his peculiar Concern to appear in 
| Vindication of its Contrary, Error; 
= Which, as innocent as it may be in 
ten thouſand Inſtances „ is ſtill a Reproach to Human 
Nature. But to convince us how well he deſerves 
this Character, and to give us 4 Specimen of his great 
Love to Truth; he ſets out in Defence of the fol- 
. lowing Poſition : No Hereſy is ſo deſtructive of Religi- 
on as 4 wicked Life; no Schiſm ſo damnable as a Courſe % 
of Sin. With what Succeſs he has manag'd his Ca : 
the Impertial Reader may judge by peruſing his Book: 1 
The main Deſign whereof, ſo far as I apprehend 
him, is an Attempt to ſhew, That we are at Liber- 
ty to think as we pleaſe in Religion, provided our 
Actions are good; to believe or disbelieve, ad libi= 


tum, any Article, if our Life and Converſation be 1 


but regular; and that we are accountable art our 
Frallise only, not for our Faith, 


5 rams Life; no Schiſm, &c. To draw a Compa- 
A 2 riſon 
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will be found equal y deſtre R 
equally dangerous to hols who ſhall perſiſt there- k 


Not to be wiſe 
then Religion, 


"had - 


N elfon G cs really Odious, or which car 2 06 
ty any Deformity in chem, and to ive che pre fe- 
rence entirely to one Side, 
an we ate ap to * e, 
dqes ſo, is all che . 
8 pleading his Gi Cauf 


over logk 


 Tuſpigtous ; 
15 picio 


"who 


oubt not 


in, as a wicked and immoral Life is. 
Ir we will be guided by Experience and Obſerwati- 


Bur you will here ask, What is Hereſy? and 


5 who are they that are truly chargeable therewithꝰ 
Are we not at liberty, as our Free- Ibin bers fanſie AW 
_ themſelves, to embrace, or reject, what we. liſt in 
| Matters of Religion? Are not or Hearts our own, 
w who Lord over as? In return whereto, Let it be 
Cionſider'd, That, beſides what is neceſſary to the 

Salvation of Men, as ſuch, taken in their private 

Capacities, there are Things neceſſary to be own'd 

by 017 Low Societies, as the Bonds of Chureh-Gommu- 
vim. very One who 3 the Religion of _ 


CHRIST; 


1 


— 


en; by what we find in 92 and Eccleſiaſtical 
Story, relating to this Matter; we muſt acknow- _ 
15 ledge, That Pride and Self Canceit, of aft arrogant 
Opinion of our own Underftandings, 
Original Cauſe of Hereſy and Sehifm. Where the 
Soil then is impregnated with ſuch Principles, tis not 
to be expected that Religion and Vertuefſhouldthrive 
| and flouriſh much therein. If the Apoſtle's Advice | 
18 Saad when heexhorts, Rom. xii. gi h vIegpenmar 
f cen, N ba rhink of our om more highly 
6 he kgs to think ; or, as the Words will bear, 
cond that wherein we ought tobe wiſe, 
; and the foremention d Qualificati- 
75 5 . 1 diſpoſe to 5 and te. can never 
00 


are the true 


n 
—— 


— — — 


„ 


This is evident by the Practice of the moſt early 9 
Times of Chriſtianity, when none t Was a 
of making Profeſſion of his Belief, was initiated ih 
to the Church by Baptiſm, wa 
Queſtions I rn and yielding, in a moſt ſos. 


80 op: But then we dught to be Well. aſſur d, when- 
ever our private Judgment interferes with: that of 


oa. 
Gan 0 the u inis of chr Grad Fsds 


incorporated into a Soejety under Government, a 
'd as a Mnnber, to ſuch and ſuch Things: 


without anſwering ſome 


lemn manner, his Conſent and Promiſe to hat 
the Church, in the Name of Chriſt its Head, did re- 


quire of fim to believe and undertake; to which 


St. Peter probably alludes, when he calls Bapriſm 
imegpraua Ne & uread t, the Stipulation of a 


Conſcience. No One then, who at his Baptiſm has 


given up his Name to CAHIAIS , and 3 GT 


to ſuch and ſuch Articles, is 'at Liberty to wich- 
draw his Conſent, unleſs he is commited they ale 


falſe. - 
Bur fa Gon 2 Netload Charh to tna 


kivutly forlaken rhe * and to err in Matters of 


Faith * Doctrine; is every Member thereof bound i 


0 conſent to her — e Eſtabli 


een ainſt plain Senſe and Reaſon: Not Wo 


ey are directly repugnant to the written Word of 


the Chureb, that we are in the Right; otherwiſe,” 


how conſcientiouſly ſoever we may pretend co : 
| have acted, we mult anſwer for our Diſobedience.” 


BSI DE s, That we are not at Liberty to frame 


our own Notions in Religion, appears from thoſe 
_ earneſt Exhortations, and ſtrict Injunctions in Serip- 


ture, To bold faſt the Form of ſound Words ; To contend 1 


earneſtly for the Faith once delivered to rhe Saints; To | 


tand fat in one Spirit with one Mind; To walk by the 


ſume Rule, and the like: As allo: from that Advice 


| Siren, To beware * falſe Prophets and Seducers; Of 


thoſe 


2 ( 6 ) 


thoſe, who ſpeak | perverſe Things, to drow Diſciples 


after them. © 


Fs Ali which Texts, and more tha might be ug d 


to the ſame Purpoſe, would be as impertinent and 


| ridiculous, were we left to think as we pleaſe, and 


eſpouſe what Principles we thought fit; as it would 


be to exhort Men to eat all of the ſame Meats, and 


* 


to wear the ſame Clothes. 


NO Hereſy, we are told, is ſo deſtructiue of Reli- 
| - gion, as awicked Life. But if it be as deſtructive of 
| > a Man's Soul, as a wicked Life is; I ſuppoſe it comes 
much to the ſame Thing. And that it is ſo, St. Pe- 
ter aſſures us in his 2d Ep. ii. 1. There ſhall be falſe 
| Teachers among you, who privily ſhall bring in damna* 
Dale Hereſies, aigious enwiias, Hereſies of Perdition 
_ _ or Deſtruction, and ſhall bring upon themſelves ſwift 
Deſtruct ion. Again, How can Hereſy expect to elcapes 
better than a wicked Life, when St. Paul ranks it 
among the vileſt Crimes? Adultery, Fornication, Un- 
clleanneſi, Laſciviouſneſs, Idolatry, Witchcraft, Hatred, 
Viariance, Emulations, Wrath, Strife, Seditions, Here- 
ſies, Envyings, eAMurders, Drunkenneſs, Revellings, 
| and ſuch liks : A ſhrewd Sign, that it is far from in- 


nocent, when it keeps ſuch Company: Neither can 
they who are guilty of it, hope to fare better than 


the reſt of Sinners, when the Apoſtle pronounces of - 


all ſuch, without diſtinction, That they who do ſuch 


Things, ſhall not inherit the Kingdom of GOD, Gal. V. ; 


19, 20, 21. 


Ou Author then muſt pardon me, if I tell him, 
That the Authority of theſe 390 Apoſtles weighs 
more with me, than his „ingle one; and that Iam 
onounce the firſt Member of his Poſition 
wherein he aſſerts, That no Hereſy is ſo 


* 


oblig' d "at 
utterly falſe, 
Aieſtruct ive of Religion, as a wicked Life. 


As to the other Part of it, wherein he would 
leſſen the Guilt of Schiſm; I ſhall only remark at 


preſent, 


4. 


*, 
1 . 
& $1; 
Y W 
” 7 1 


N preſent, That were a due Regard paid to that Abo- 
fFiolical Precept, Heb. xiii. 17. Obey them that have the | 


not be a Schiſmatic-in the Nation. „ 
EER Parocbial Priaſt is the true Paſtor and 
Teacher, the immediate Guide and Director ap- 
pointed by the Providence of Go p, to all thoſe 
within his Pariſh : To him ought they to reſort for 
Inſtruction in the Way of Righreouſoeſs for the Reſoly- 
ing Doubts and Scruples of Conſcience; for he 
watches for their Souls, as One that muſt give an Ac- 
count: And what joyful and good Account can he 
give of thoſe who withdraw themſelves from him, 
and follow after ſuch, as enter not by 
Sbeepfold, but climb up ſome other May? f 
Sr. Paul bids us, Mark thoſe ho cauſe Diviſions, 
and avoid them: For they that are ſuch, ſerve not our 
Lord Feſus Chrift, —— And by good Words, and fair 
Speeches, deceive the Hearts of the Simple, Rom. xvi. 
17, 18. How then can their Condition be preferr d 
to that of Habitual Sinner? 
WIr x good Reaſon, we ſee, has our Church 
Privy-Conſpiracy and Rebel- 
lion, Falſe Doctrine, Hereſy and Schiſm, Hardneſs f : 
Heart, and Contempt of GOD's Word and Command- 
ment; and deprecates em all, in one Sentence, in 


link d together Sedition, 


of it. 3 PN 1 3 5 
Ap firſt, He attempts to evince the Truth of 
his Aſſertion in general, by lay ing down a Definition 
of Religion, which he calls an Habitual Diſpoſition of 
, the Mind to worſhip and to pleaſe Gop. This 7 
had it drop'd from One unſuſpected of any Deſigns 
againſt the Purity of our Faitb, might have paſs d 
. unconteſted; 


2 "oh 


, - , | ; : * 
* , g s 
. Fg . 68 ” 
, ＋ A . * 


Rule over you, and ſubmit yourſelves, &c. there could 


that incomparable Form of Prayer, the Litany. 
Bur let us examine the Steps, whereby our Au- 


t bor advances in the Proof of this his Pofition, and * 
weighs the Reaſons he brings for the ſupport 


efmnition, 


— 
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the Door into the 


3 * 


2 
— 
— 


= have hook'd 1n Hereſy and Se 


uncantefied: But here I muſt beg Leave to pro- 
nounce it lame and imperfaccg rt. 
Kl ISIoN, an Habitus Diſpoſition of the. Mind to 
Worſbip and to pleaſ Gan. How? Alter our 5 
Manner, and as every One ſhall judge for himſelf? 
Yes indeed! and at this Rate, the worthy Authors 
of the Rig bes of the Church, and Free-Thinking, and of a 
ate Peſtilent Libel, call'd Prieſt-Craft diſtinguiſh d from 
Cbriſtianity, may ad Claim to the Character of Reli- 
gious Men, I add therefore, 4s en Eſſentiai to True R- 
; ion, That it muſt be the Worſhipping of Gop after 
= the Way or Manner that He has preſcrib d; or, as to 
the Circumſtantials of it, left to the Governors of his 
Church to determine. Our Author was aware, had 


he thus limited his Definition, that he could never 
12 to 2 Conliltency 
with Religion; and ſo choſe to omit this latter and 
requiſite Part of it. St. John tells us in his ad Epiftke, 
of ſome, ho confeſſed not that JE8US CHRIST was 
come in the Fleſh. Is there, I ask, a manifeſt Op- 


poſition between the Denial of CHRIS T's lern- 


Tion, and an Habitual Diſpoſition to worſhip and to pleaſe 
Gor? No more, than our Author's Principles will 
_ «ſuffer him to allow of between the Denial of 


 _CuansT's Divinity and a Diſpeſition to worſhip GOD; 
yet the Apoſtle ſays of thole who deny'd the Incar- 


nation, that they are Deceivers and Antichriſts, In a 
Word, according to this looſe Definition, which, 
at beſt, is but an Account of Natural Ryligion : Our 
Author may be a vety. Religious Man, and yet be- 


3 : lieve not one Word of the Goſpel. 


Ar his having thus defin'd” Regin, and 
made Hereſy and Schiſm conſiſtent with it; He | 


comes to particularize in Hereſy, whereby. is meant 


IF  wſuplly, ſays he, an Error in Fundamentals. I think 
it may more clearly be defin d, An obſtinate oppoſing - 
| ſore _neceſſory Article of Faith i And he pitches upon 


Arioniſin, 


- 
7 
- 
— 9 8 
- 


1 „ ” 
_ Arianiſm, which poſlibly may have the fr place i 
5b Heart allotted to it; and which ſome pretend, he 
Laich, is reviving. But is this no more than a meer 
Pretence ? It is no Time for 8 or min- 
cing Matters; even this Eſſay of his is ſufficient to 
juſtifie the Pretence. What! If the Enemy ſhall have 
ſown Tares while we ſlept 3 are we all ſo blind as not 
to diſcern them when they are grown up? Has not 

Mr. 5 openly and profeſſedly in his late 

Writings, and does he not in publick, as well as 
private Converſation, ſtiffly and peremptorily deny 
the Divinity of our Bleſſed Lord and Savieur Jezvs 
CHRIST? Is not this notorious, is it not known n 

even Lippis & Tonſoribus? Was he not, for his im- 

pious and heretical Tenets, expelbd one of our fa- 

mous Uni verſities? Is it. poſſible for One of his 

Warmth and Zeal, and ever fond to excels of che 

woild Progeny of his own Brain, to forbear b 

nRai.is Opinions, and endeavouring to gain Profelytes 

And conſidering the looſe Principles, and bad Edu- 
cCation of ſome; the wavering and unſettled Tem- 
per of others, beſides ſome external Inducements 
that may concur; tis great odds, but his Errors 
muſt ſpread more or leſs, and Nothing but 

A Providence of Go p can prevent. 

. "Has not the Author of the Scripture- Doctrine f 
the Trinity, contended for ſuch a Subordination off 
the Son and Holy Gho#F, as ſinks them intv the 
very Rank of Created Beings? Has he not inter- 
preted the Texts uſually urg d in Proof of a 775- 
nity of Perſons in the Godbead, after ſuch a jeſune 

and inſipid Manner, as ſets them below the Digni- 

ty of a Ryvelation; and renders them unworthy of 

2 Divine Stamp? Yet we are told, That the revi- 
ving of Arianiſin is 4 Pretence! © 


1 250 


. * . 
" 1 
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 _  ». Hp proceeds next to deſcribe the Religion and De- 
|. wotion of an Arian: I wiſh he had drawn up an 
k  -Aecount of his Faith, They do Credere in Deum, 
Believe in Gow: But do they Credere Deo, do they 
believe Him upon his Word? Here they deſire to 
de excus d, when He propounds a Truth that ſoars 
7 above then Underffranding dd 
Tr bey think themſelves oblig d to act according to the 
Rules which GOD has laid down: But there is one 
main 'Thing yet behind, which they are equally 
oblig d to, wiz. To yield an hearty Aſſent to the 
_ . Myſterions Truths Of Chriſtianity © 
Bor he's aware it may be objected, That the 
Alrian or Socinian pays not the Honour, or the Worſhip 
_ which he ought, to the Son of GOD. And ſince no Reli- | 
gion can be acceptable, which is contrary to the Will of ) 
God, they that are guilty of ſuch Crimes, ſhall ſuffer. + 
He ſeems to allow of the Objection, by declaring, | 
That he neither vindicates nor approves of the One or the 
Other. What Advantage then has the Arian or So- 
cinian over the wicked Man; when the Worſhip 
they perform, being contrary to the Will of Gop, 
zs own'd to be unacceptable ? Here, ſays he, is the 
Advantage, The Arian and Socinian confines his Mor- 
| ſhip to Gop the Father: The Sinner pays it to neither Fa- 
ther, Son, nor Holy Ghoſt. He muſt be an egregious Sin- 
ner indeed, who is thus profane! He muſt be more 
than what we call an immoral wicked Man, One guilt 
ty of Intemperance or Exceſs in any kind, of profane 
Spwearing or Curſing, of Fraud, Extortion, Op- 
pPpreſſion, or the like; he muſt alſo be an Atheiſt, In- 
FHadel or Deiſt; his Head muſt be well ſtuff'd with 
ſome of our Auibor's innocent Errors, and he muſt 
believe no more the Truths of Religion, than he 
practices the Duties of it: So that, to make his 
wicked Man more Odious than his Hereticł, he is 
foro d to put Deiſm, which is but a Step above He- 
45 a 1 
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| Teſy, or eAtheiſm, a Step above that, into his Com- 
pn; . As from a Socinian, tu eaſy to commence a 
eift ; ſo be that is once 4 Deiſt, is in a hopeful way 


1 be an Atheiſt, whenever he pleaſes, ſays the Incom- 
_ parable Mr. Norris. Reaſon and Faith, Page 7. 


Bur he proceeds to illuſtrate his Notion by the | 
Compariſon : eAs it is. better to pay ſome part 4 "0 
Debt, than none at al; ſo much is Hereſy better than 


Sin and Wickedneſs. For whom is it better to pay 


ſome part, &c. for the Debtor ? No; for if he is able 
do pa) the whole, and will not; he deſerves no 


more Compaſſion, than had he paid nothing. This 


is the Caſe before us; Here is no Plea for Inability 5 
the whole Will of Gop, ſo far as it concerns our Faith 

and Practice, is clearly reveal'd, and may be known 
by us, one part of it as well as the other; and the He- 
_retick has no better Excule for not embracing the Cre- 


denda, than the wicked Man has for not comply ing 


with the Agenda. If you ſay, "Tis better for the 
Creditor to receive {ome part of what is due, than 
none at all: This indeed holds good, be the Credi- 
tor ever ſo wealthy, or able to bear the Loſs of the 
whole. But then to 5 over this Senſe to the other 
ilon, where Almighty G op 
ſtands as Creditor, is highly abſurd. For HE, by 
finitely above 


Side of the Compar 


the Perfections of his Nature, being ig 
zus, and all our Services, and being m no wiſe ad- 


vantag d by the utmoſt we can do; a partial Pay- 


ment, when we are able to pay the whole, yet 
wilfully refuſe ſo to do, will be eſteem d as no 
Payment, and we ourſelves left chargeable with _ 

the whole Debt. Agreeably to that of St. Famgs, 


Ai. 10, He that offends in one Point, is guilty of all. 


Not of the Breach of thoſe Laws certainly, which i 


he doth not tranſgreſs: But, by living in the con- 


. tant Neglect and Contempt of any one Duty, he is 
z remote from Salvation, as he that obſerves none. 
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his Aſſertion, , he proceeds 
to treat it with all the ble be can, by repreſenting. the 


Linocency of Error; which having defin'd, 5 de- 
Simple, what Practical Error; he 
Hays down this as 23 indiſputable Maxim: That 
Simple Errors are not, nor can be Puniſhable. This he 
deſigns as his Sculking- Hole, or Place of Retreat: 
Hither he thinks to drag in Fundamental Errors, 
When he finds em attack d. Tis but the ſtripping 
em of the Influence or Connexion they may have 
on, or with our Practice, aud they immediately 
comm ence fi mple Errors, and conſequently, 117 
nocent. | 
Por Tithe: ; That Grand Hereſy, (A the Denial 
of our Saviour's Godhead, may conſiſt well enough, 
we grant, with Temperance and Sobriety: And, 
to all Appearance, the Heretick may lead a ſtrick 
Moral Lie, may make great Pretences to Sancti- 
mony and Devotion: Tis his Intereſt fo to do; 
for Satan, the better to compaſs his Black Deſigns, 
can transform himſelf into an Angel of Light: The 
ö male were he to put on Sheep's Clothing, would have 


1070 What is 


better Opportunities of making his Prey ; 


and, to thoſe who vie wd his Outſide only, would 

4 ſeem as true a Sheep as any in the Flock. This He- 
"rely, I fay, doth not neceilarily” influence to any 
_ *ouward Immoral At; therefore it muſt be aG- 
cCounted no other than a Simple Error, and conſe- 

Auentiy not Culpable. 0 

Bur to examine the Reaſons alledg'd in Proof 5 

of the Maxim. 

Fit, We are taught, AY Simple Erb are not, 
nor Can be puniſhable ; > 'becauſe in the n e of” the 
| Mind, Men are perfeciiſ paſſroe. 


A VER Y 5. Reaſon of the Innocency of Er- 


tor Whereas Error conſiſts not in our Yerceptions, 
neither 
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not, I ſay, in our Perceptions; for they are all 
_ equally true; as well thoſe by the Senſes and Imagi- 
wation, as by pure Iutellect. Wy 


As to our Senſations, or Perceptions by the 


| Senſes and Imagination; if we reſt there, we are ne- 
ver deceiv'd; but by arguing from the Repreſen- - 


tation of Things to their Reality we often are. 
P xe Deception then lies not in the Appear- 
ances of Things to us; but in the Judgments we 


form upon thoſe Appearances, in the Inferences we 


the Country Man's being deceid d as to the Magnitude 


23 Diſtance of the Sun: The Error lies not in the 
Perception or Appearance; for then the Philoſopher 


would be equally deceiv d, to whom the Sun's ap- 


Parent Diameter is the ſame, as to the other. 


Bur che Country-Man, you'll ſay, being unca- 
-pable of bringing together, and comparing intermediate 


Ideas, whereby. to judge arigbt, is neceſſarily deceiv d; 
Ves; if he judges meerly from the Appearance ; 


but then, I fay, Tis not neceſſary in the Nature 


of the Thing that he ſhould judge; for he may 


ſuſpend his Act till better inform d. 


or Perceptions by pure Intellect; they are all trug, 
and muſt be ſo; for what a Man doth not truly 
perceive, he does not perceive at all. Tis granted 
indeed, That we may think we perceive a, Thing, 


When really we do not: And the Will ever con- 


forming to what we take to be the preſentDi#ate 
of the Underſtanding, we unavoidably. err. Let 
even here, this Neceſſity of erring, if you'll call it 
ſo, is not abſolute; but only a Neceſſity ex Hypo- 
tbeſi, flowing from the preſent Non perception, hich 
we take for al. And our Will, all the While, is 
in the Fault by Aſſenting without real Evidence ; 


or 
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or by ſuffering that to paſs for Evidence, which 
had it us d that Advertency and Attention it ought, - 
Could never have paſs'd for ſuch. That Maxim of 
Des Cartes, Viz. A clear and diſtinct Perception, is the 
Criterion of 73uth ; deferves to be writ in Letters of 
Gold; for it holds univerſally true in Theology, as 
well as in Philoſophy: But our Misfortune is, that 
we lack a Criterion of that clear and diſtin Percep- 
tion. In a Word, *Tis thro” Precipitancy and Heed- 
leſneſs in judging before we ee thro want 
1. of Care to proportion our Aſſent to the Degrees of 
' _ Evidence, that we are betray d into innumerable 
Errors, whereof the far greateft part may be inno- 
cent upon account of the Indifferency of the Mat- 
ter they may relate to: yet conſidering their Root, 
Lo. they are not wholly inculpable; for they are all foun- 
| , dedintheilwhich being the Subject of Liberty, is 
| for that reaſon the Subject of Obligation. And as 
_ Error never lies in our Perceptions, properly Speak- _, 
ning; ſo neitherdoth it neceſſarily ariſe there · fromm 
For tho the ſeveral Ways the Soul has of perceiv- 
ing, prove often ſo many Occaſions of Error; yet 
are they not true and proper Cauſes thereof; for 
then every One would be deceiv'd in the ſame In- 
ſtances. I conclude therefore, That our being 
paſſive co our Perceptions, which are never either 
Falſe, or Cauſes of Error, can be no Reafon why 


1 Simple Errors ſhould be unpuniſnhabſe. 
His ſecond Reaſon is, If Simple Errors are pu- 
nmnmiſbable, then where-ever there is Error, there is Guilt. 
'F © 'This Argument being Stated indefinitely; does he 

3  Intend it particular or Univerſal? + 5801.10: 
ZE Tr the firſt; it will proceed in this Form. If 
| ©fome Simple Errors are punifhable, then where 

”  -eyer there is Error, there is Guilt : But who can di- 
gedſt this Inference? Admit it then for Univerſal, 
inthe Senſe he muſt intend it; and we have this, 


Sr Bogiſzn.. 


{ S$yllogiſm. If all Simple Errors are puniſhable, then 
«  where-ever there is Error, there is Guilt ; Right: 
But all Simple Errors are puniſhable, c. Who 
ever aſſerted the Minor? But, tho all are not 
puniſhable, doth it follow that none are? What 
makes the Difference, you'll ask; for ſince he who 
holds an Error, holds it in the form of Truth; 
why ſhould one Error be criminal and not another? 
For this Reaſon; becauſe Gop has diſcover'd ſe- 
veral Truths to us, which He requires our Be- 
lief of: To with-hold it here, is to err Criminal; 
for tis the diſobeying G op, who has as indiſpu- 
table a Right to command our Faith as our Practice. 
Po inſtance; Tho' it be an innocent Error 
to disbelieve the Diurnal Rotation of the Earth upon 
its Axis, or its Annual Revolution about the Sun; 
poet to disbelieve the Creation of the Earth, after 
_ .GoD has teſtified it by Moſes, is impious. But 
this Diſtinction he's aware of, and thinks it inſuf- 
ficient for the Purpoſe for which tis brought. For no 
One, ſays he, can be oblig'd to bave a diſtin Know- 
edge of every Paſſage of Scripture under Pain of Dam- 
nation. Who ever affirm'd it? Name the Man, 
the Age he livd in, and his Country. But becauſe. 
many Paſſages of Scripture are obſcure; are there 
none plain and intelligible, and that to a Vulgar 
Capacity? Becauſe theſe difficult and obſcure Paſ- 
ſages are reveal'd indeed, as he calls Geir 


part of Scripture ; yet is this the Revelation or Diſ- 
co very we contend for to make them Articles of 
Faith? Is every Thing, tho” but incidental, or even 
introductory to a Relation or Diſcourſe, to be con- 
ſtru'd the main Purpoſe of the Relation, and an 
equal Streſs to be laid thereon, as upon any other 
part? When St. Paul tells Timothy, That he had 
| fought @ good Fight ; and bad lett the Faith ; is that 
Truth ot equal Importance, and as neceſſary to be 
. . jj Mt 
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Brown 


As when he tells him mediately after, of 4 
* all thoſe who love our Lord's 


of Righteouſneſs Laid * 
appearing 
BECAUSE there are very many Truths in Scrip- 
ture to be aſſented to only in general, upon the 
ground of the Divine Veracity; having no Relati- 
On to Chriſtianity as Pillar, and Supports thereof, 
nor any immediate Reſpect to our Salvation; there-. 
fore there is no Scripture-Truth whoſe: Belief is ne- 
ceſſary to Salvation. If this Way of Reaſoning is 
valid, then all Things in Religion and Nature are 
alike; and Diſt inctions and Differences were only in- 
vented to breed Confuſion in our Conceptions of | 
E 5 
As AIN, Tho it be difficnle to aſlign the true 
Senſe of that Expreflion, Of being baptized for the 


Dead, as our Author chooſes to inſtance in; and we 9 9 


may probably err in our Conjectures about it; yet 
is it an Error eq ng innocent, to think Boptifm a 
needleſs Inſtitution? Or, becauſe we may not be 
able to ſatisfy ourſelves, as to what is ſignify'd by 
the white Horſe in the Revelations, another of his 
Inſtances, therefore we cannot underſtand what is 
meant there by the Lamb, who Js worthy to receive 
Power, and Riches, and Wi iſdom, &c. Ridiculous! 
Meer Trifling ; A Plea only for 1 as 1d and In- . 
fidelity. | 
or, he as, it cannot be Criminal to err in the 
| Senſe of a Paſſage of Scripture, where the Terms are 
"ambiguous ; For this would be to charge the Guilt upon 
 -Gob, who has deliver d his Will ambiguouſly. And 
has'he ſo, in what concerns our Faith and Pra- 
ctice? Becauſe a Mord may have been usd now 
and then in an improper and figurative Senſe, can 
we never after with Certainty, be able to fix the 
ee e of it; either by che Subje& of which 
Y | 2 


*ris pr-dicated, or by the Context, ot by parallel Places 
of pee or by the Analogy of Faith, or by Nea- 
ſon? But I gueſs where he glances; at the Ambi- 

Tr guity of the Word GopD; and under this Shelter, 

Which is but an old rotten Sabterfuge of the Socini- 
ans, he thinks to ſecure himſelf, ſhould he reject the 
Doctrine of our Saviour's Divinity. But of this 
hereafter. At the Cloſe of this Head, he concludes, 

from the Diffin#ion between Errors in Things reveal d, 
and thoſe in other Matters, That Error, as ſuch, is 
not Criminal. Agreed: And that 'tis as much an Er- 
ror to believe Heat in the Fire, as to call in queſtion any 
Theological Truth : We own it; but I would have no 
One believe the latter as ſafe and as innocent as the 
former: For there are ſome Errors which carry in 
them A great Malignancy, beyond others, and are 
never-failing Symptoms of a Mind much diſtemper d, 
ſwoln with Self- conceit, and an over-weening Opi- 1 
nion of its own Capacities, diſdaining to admit of % 
any Propoſition as true, unleſs it can graſp and com- 
prehend it, and clearly view the Connexion of its 

F_ + Terms, tho at the fame time Truth itſelf, and un- 

| erring Wiſdom have vouch'd it. Errors of this Na- 

ture, our Author may bring, if he pleaſe, within 

the Compal of Simple ones; but they are too mon- 
ſtrous ever to be brought within the Bounds of 
, GD e 

Hx argues Thirdly, F Simple Error be puniſhable, 

tben tu the preateft Cruelty, &C. in GOD to make 

_ ſuch Creatures as cannot but err in many Caſes, and yet 

% RS EEE 
- Tx1s proceeds upon the former falſe Ground of 
Reaſoning ; That all Errors are innocent, or all 
puniſhable; and therefore has been anſwer'd al- _ 
ready. Where we cannot but err, where our Mi- 

| Rake is unavoidable, there we need fear no Puniſh. . 

ment for miſſing the Truth: But when Truth is | 
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be miſtaken, our Error is puniſhable, if any Thing 
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ſhewyn us, and we are directed in the Way to it 


yet, leaning upon our own Underſtandings, we ay 


to {earch it out in another Path; ſhould we at lat 


can be ſo; for tis wilful, and might have been 


| ; avoided. We cannot but err in many Caſes, we are 
told: What then? Becauſe the generality of Men, 


? Forſooth, cannot help imputing their Senſations to 
thoſe Objects that are but the Occaſions of em: Be- 


cauſe they believe Heat in the Fire, Sounds in the 


Air, and Colours upon the Surfaces of Bodies; and 

therein are undoubtedly, and alſo innocently de- 

ceivd: Therefore to hold with Socinians, that Iss 
Cnxis v is no more than meer Man, that He had no 
Exiſtence before his Conception in the Womb of 
the Bleſſed Virgin; that He died. only as an Exam 


ple to us of Patience and Submiſſion; but was no 
true Expiatory Sacrifice for the Sins of Mankind 


That the Hoy GnosT is no other than an Energy 
or Operation of GoD, the Spirit of GoD not diſtinct 


from Go the Father, and the like: To maintain, 
I fay, theſe Tenents, is only to err innocently, as 


dur Author would make us believe, ſhould he be ſo 
liberal in his Conceſſions as to allow em to be 


" Errors. 


His 4th Reaſon for the Innocence of Simple 
Errors, is, That otherwiſe, the whole Chriſtian World, in 
 & manner, muſt be the Subject of Damnation. I 


all Errors in Religion are damnable : But he would 


know of none, nor he neither, that contends, that 


fain obtrude upon us this monſtrous Notion, that 
he himſelf may err with the greater Freedom in 


any Point of Doctrine, and bring the Church under 


the Odium of being actuated by an uncharitable 


8 his Errors. 


and perſecuting Spirit, ſhould it Cenſure him for 


Tus 


21 15 | 4 


Tuts we have Reaſon to aſſert ; That tho ma- 
ny Errors an Religion will eſcape unpuniſh'd, ye 7 
all cannot expect it. The Nature of an Error, and #5 
its Circumſtances may be ſuch, that altho' it dog 
not put a Man upon the committing of any,vifible 
immoral Actions, it may however be damnable. And 
then let it ſpreaq far and near with the ſame Malig= | 
fs _ paney, in all who maintain it, Tſhall not be afraid of 
us Conſequence, in Condemning with the Error, 
= OO oy 8 1 
I sx this Caſe, tis a ſufficient Anſwer to tell him, ³ 
Nom wvos defendit Numerus. If the Empire of Sin unre- { 
pented of were of much larger Extent than it is, tho 
op knous tis too too large already; as it could 
never be able to defend itſelf againſt the Vindidiue 
Power of Go p; ſo neither would it be uncharita- 
ble to ſay of all impenitent Sinners, be they ever ſo 
Numerous, or in other reſpects Conſiderable, that 3 
they are in a State of Damnation. But his Arguk 
mentation upon this Topick, in the main, is fallacii : 
ious : For he concludes againſt a Poſition, from a 
 Confequence that does not neceſſarily and direct 
now from it. For admitting it to be true, tho IT 
am far from thinking ſo, That all Errors in Mat- 
ters of Religion are Criminal; the Natural Conſe- 
quence of chis Poſition, is. That whoever errs in 
that kind, is puniſhable; but it does not follow, 
there ſhould be thoſe Errors in the Chriſtian World, 
which now. obtain. As Matters now ſtand indeed, 
this Conſequence is good: If all Errors in Religion 
ure puniſhable ; the greateſt Part, by much, of the 
Chriſtian World is obnoxious; But tis poſſible, in 
tke Nature of the Thing, that the Antecedent may 
be true, and yet a ſmall part only of the Chriſtian 
World be obnoxious. A Conſequence then, which in 
jtſelf is not neceſſary, but only accidental, can ne» 
Wer be urg d with forge enough to the overthrow of 
ME 9 wy 
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any Poftion. The like Ilogical Way of Reaſoning 


are they guilty of, who conclude againſt the Ne- 
ceflity of Epiſcopacy, for fear of Unchurching Foreign 


Conſequence doth naturally and neceſſarily ariſe 


ſince they may have it if they will. Should 


blaſphemous, my Aſſertion muſt fall to the Ground. 
quite different. For altho as Matters now ſtand, 


ff Epiſcopal Government be Eſſential to a Church; 


TE oo holding the Proceſſion of the Holy Gboſt from the 
4 | "= f | K 7 5 No 1 ak „ 198 4 117 Son 
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Proteſtants. I would ask thoſe Men, Whether this 


from my Poſition of the Neceſſity of Epiſcopacy? Not 
at all; for the Poſition may be true, and yet no 
Chriſtians ſtand condemn'd for want of . 


ſert, with ſome, the Divine Pre- determination of all 
our Actions; this Conſequence would neceſſarily 
flow from my Aſſertion, That Go p is the Author 
of Sin: Which being highly abſurd, I may ſay, 


But in the foremention'd Inſtance, the Caſe is 
a great Number of Chriſtians muſt be Un- church d, 


yet this Neceſſity ariſes only from the preſent State 
ef Afairs, and not immediately from my Aſſertion: 
| - For that may be true, and every Way valid; and 
yet no Body of Chriſtians left without Prieſts or | 
Sacraments. Which was the Condition of the 
_ Chriſtian World for above Fifteen hundred Years, 
till John Calvins Time: For as to Aerius and his 
poor Party, they are not worth mentioning. Thus 
much concerning his way of Arguing in general; 
but obſerve him in particular: Becauſe tis highly 
uncharitable to damn the Greek Church, and other 
C Chriſtians diſpers d thro': the Barbarous Parts of the 
World for their Errors, occaſion d mainly by the 
groſs Ignorance that prevails among them; there- 
fore They who have all the Opportunities and Ad- 
voantages of Knowledge that can. be requir'd, ſhall 
be at Liberty to maintain what Opinions they pleaſe 
with Impunity. Becauſe One may not ſuffer for not 


Yo. 


Tai. 


Jon; therefore tis equally ſafe to deny his Divinity 
and Perfonality. Becauſe the Communicating of he 
Fants, may be an innocent Error; therefore a total 
Omiſſion of the Sacrament of the Lord's-Supper, 


Which a Numerous Se& among us, who would be 


thought Chriſtians, are guilty of, muſt be inno- 


On Author, having fſail'd round Chriſtendom, 


and taken a View of the many Errors, Corruptions, 
and Idolatrous Practices reigning in the ſeveral Parts 


thereof, drops Anchor at laſt at the Church of Eng + 


land, with this ſneering Exclamation: Thrice Happy 
Church, if we can but keep in the ſame State we are in, 


and never part with the moſt trifling, and moſt indifferent 
Ceremony to bring over the greateſt Body of Diſſenters-! 


We are loth indeed, very loth to part with our 
Creed: in Complaiſance to the Hereticks and Free- 
_ Thinkers of the Age, and to thoſe Latitudinarians in 
Divinity that are lately crept. in among us: Hinc 
illæ lachryme. But to inſinuate, That we are fo te- 
nacious of the moſt trifling Ceremonies, as he calls 
them, as not to give them up for ſo good an End, 
as that of Reconciling any tolerable Number of 
Diſſenters to our Communion, is to bewray a groſs 
Ignorance, to ſay no worſe, of the preſent Contro- 
verſy between the Church and the Separatiſts. "Tis 
not, Sir, the parting with the Surplice, the Ring in 
Marriage, or the Cro/s in Baptiſm, that would bring 
cover any Number of Difſenters worth mentioning: 


The Validity of their No-orders their Teachers in- 


ſiſt on; and this we cannot allow of, without ſa- 


crificing of Epiſcopacy at the ſame time; a Govern- 


ment of Divine Appointment ; ſo neceſſary, that if 
We will abide by the Judgment ofthe Apoſtolical I- 


natiu, a Church cannot ſubſiſt without it. For thus 


he writes in his Epiſtle to the Trallians, ods ru 


inAyoje d gh r-. Without theſe, referring to Bi- 
J) pe > 0 ſhops, 
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ſhops, Prieſts and Deacons, « Church 4s u Church, 
This Epiſtle is genuine, and the Paſſage cited no 
Interpolation, as appears by the Medicean'Copy, 


_ MaTTERs ſtanding thus, to mention no other 
Points of Difference; that Project of a Comprebenſs- 
, Which ſome are ſo fond of, ſeems utterly im- 


practicable. 


. 


Hs fifth Argument for the Innocenoy noy of Error, 
is, Becauſe we cannot repent of it. Pride and Seh- 


Conceit, very often, will not ſuffer a Man to re- 


pent of, or 'retra& an Error; and for that Reaſon 
it may properly enough be ſaid, that a Man can- 


not repent of an Error, in the Senſe we ſay, of 
One accuſtom d to do evil; he cannot do good. He 
| allows a Man may renal an Error, if that can by 
call d repenting of it: Les; and the beſt Repentance 
it is, as the forſaking of Sin is, with relation to 
dur Immoral Actions. Well! But « Man can have 
no ſting of Conſcience, no Remorſe, no Self-condemming = 


Notions for having been under a Miſtake, unleſs it bas 


affected bis Actions. May he not be affected with 
Shame, which I take to be a Self- condemning Paſf- 
ſion, when he is cowincd of an Error; tho his 
Actions have not been influenc d _—_— "May 
not he blame himſelf for his Ofcitancy an Headleſs 


neſs in eſpouſing the Error at firſt; and for his Po- 
ti veneſs in perſiſting in it ſo long? Inſtances of this 


Nature, how rare ſoever among our Author's Ac- 


quaintance, have been, and Mill are very frequent 


An the World. 


Bur we are told, a few Lines above, That E- 


ror cannot be repented of, becauſe we take it to he Truth, 
— a * f | f 1 6 
And 1 ſay alſo, That Sin cannot be repented of, 


ſo long as we take it for a Pleaſure; or Which is the 
ſame Thing, a Good; You'll tell me, the Sinner, 


as ſoon as the Act is over, is conſcious of Guilt, and 


CCC 8 
is affected, all the while his Error continues, in tlie 
ſame manner as another is by Truth: But to What 
ik | purpoſe ſerve thoſe Self. condemning Thoughts, if 
dhe Notion of the pleaſantneſs of the Act revives 
' theneutDay, and determines the Sinner as before? 
He then who efteems of Sin as 2 Pleaſure, as every 
One does who commits it; and that to the very 
aw; laſt, as is true in ten thoutand Inftances, can no 
| more be ſaid to repent of it, for ce con- 
C | fiſts not in Remorſe, than he who rakes his Error 
foot Truth, can repent of that Error. If the Error 
| then be finful, as has been ſhown ſome are, this Pre- 
tence that it cannot be repented of, will never ferve 
as an Argument to bring it off with Innocency. Pag. 
13. we have an Account of voluntary Errors, Sach, 
| viz. as ſpring from evil Choice, and canſe the Will is 
Ve evil; ſuch as we embrace, knowing them to be Er- 
f# rors. According to this Account, there never were, 
| nor can be any voluntary Errors in the World. For. 
unleſs we are new-moulded, and our very Frame ſo 
chang d as to be the Reverſe of what tis now, tis 
as impoſſible for a Man to embrace an Error, know- 
ing it ſuch, as tis to chooſe Evil as ſuch; and this 
is as impoſſible, as to hate himſelf, A Man, we 
grant, may maintain, and endeavour to propagate 
An Error, knowing it ſuch, for Temporal Ends and 
Advantages; but this is not to embrace an Error 
as ſuch; the Advantages of it may be embrac'd, 
but che Error itſelf muſt of Neceſſity be inwardly 
OT ER 0 
- OvRr Avzthor having aflign'd his Reaſons for the 
ö Tnocency, proceeds to the Common Springs of Error; 
wWereof he mentions three; Authority, preconceiv'd 
' Hypotheſes, and predominant Paſſions ; and allows no 
1 Errors to be voluntary, nor conſequently criminal, 
| which arile hence. e e 
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© 00 Du 
Boy having ſaid enough already to ſhew that 

Simple Errors may be be criminal, both upon ac- 
count of the Matters to which they may relate, and 
the Obligations we. are under to avoid them ; none 


of theſe Springs will ſerve to juſtify ſuch Errors, any Fe, 


more than they can juſtify an evil Practice. 
Firſt, As to Authority, which he uſhers in wit 
a gentle wipe or two upon Fathers and Church. Some, 
ſays he, think nothing true, but what is to be found 
among the Antients; Ariſtotle for Philoſophy ; and the 
Fathers for Religion. As for eAriftotle's Phyſicks, let 
them ſhift for themſelves : But for what is antient 
in Religion, we are oblig'd earneſtly to contend. Nul- 
ius in Verba, the Motto of the Royal Society, tho an 
excellent Preſervative againſt Errors in Philoſophy ; 
yet extended to Religion, and apply d to the Author 
of our Syſtem is damnable. An Ipſe dixit in Philoſo- 
pby, or Matters of Reaſon, we value no more than 
he does; but referring to the Pen- Men of Scripture, 
tis Sacred to us. Free-thinking in Philoſophy is ſafe; 
but in Religion extremely dangerous: Not that we 


. 
7 
5 
7 


aære for tying a Man up to German and Dutch Bodies 
of Divinity; but co ſuch Creeds, as have, for the 


- Subſtance of them, been conſtantly receiv'd and yin- 
dicated by the Chriſtian Church in all Ages. So 
very different is the State and Condition of Natural 
Philoſophy from that of Theology, that whereas ſcarce 
any Thing is true in the one, but what is New; in 
the other there is nothing true but what is Old, Be- 
ſides, he induſtriouſly miſtakes the true Ule of the 
Fathers, who ſerve not for the eſtabliſhing any Do- 
&rine ; but only as Witneſſes what Do&rines were 
maintain'd in the Church in their Time. By theſe 


we are inform'd, that Ariani/m was ever elteem'd 


HFeretical, was confounded and condemn'd in a Gene- 
ral Council, and at laſt cruſh'd. No wonder then that 
they eſcape not his Laſh. Some again, lays he, re- 
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2 57 as he imagines; It 1 al be.improv'd 
dbb char De Sf. Aha even with the combin d Force 
' of the Whos Free-Thinking Tribe, he will not be able 1 


11 Fan che! relore; * That if o our. Savic pu 60 not 1 
1 alt and tr od, in It he full, © proper a 1225 I 
kt Senſe of theWord ; the wROlEC urch of 71 by. ha: N 


Vin Fcotilatitly ad divine Worſhip to him,throughs 
i MLA TON to this Day, has Need e 6 ” ll 
is likely t continue ſo, to "the End of N 2 Wag . 
Vea, the ver y Gofp el itlelt, which Was fram'd on pur- 
pole for the {Hey out Tolatry in al Plates wi Ie 


| it was to gain Admirtange, by directing. to the true 
| and prop cr 405 eck e e ſs.” if Ge ST 5 | 
| viour i is not really : and tr Ful Tl, Na rather to 
|; promote it, when it req ates air all Men, in "the very 
1 Words of our. Lord him elf, 19 bonour the Son, even 
4 they bonour the Father. IN And 9 ur Saviour's Predi- 
| Aon concerning his Church, at "the Gates of Hel 
1 ſhould not prevail 2 Sainft 1 it, can have no Senſe, ins _ 
| lels He f is At true ject of Religious Workhip, and. 
F y mery God: For” tis not for tl.s Intereft = 
of the Powers of Darkneſs. to make Efforts againſt an 
: Holatrous Church; their Ends, certainly, .Are 23 
3 well ſerv d by the e as by the £3 3 


of it. | PLEA 961, Y 
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Quiſote, 
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© Quixote „Ge. And 1 9 the Wands « or. Earl- 


Amt as tbe Rewards of their Follies. . - 


HERE our Author undeſignediy has given us an 
Rccbunt of his Faith, as to another Article of Re- 


ligion, viz. The Rewards of another Life, which 
de moſt ingeniouſſy ſets out by Imaginary Iſlands and 
Farldom,: And that juſt Deference and Submiſſion 

which ſome think fit to pay to the Senſe and Fudg- 


ment of the Church, paſſes with him under no ber- 
ter Character than that of Fallies. Under this Head 
of Authority, he drops this Conceſfion, That in the 


Myſteries of Ryligion eAuthority is the Ground of our” 


Bilief And the GOD of Truth cannot Iye. Yet not- 


- withſtanding this, we know of ſome who will not 
believe GoD any farther than they can ſee with 
their own Eyes: And altho' they never were, 
or will be able to ſhew any Contradiction in the Sa- 

cred Truths of Religion, as our Church holds them; 
Vet till by forc d and unnatural Interpretations they 
g have {trip'd em of their Myſferiouſneſs and Truth to- 


gether, and 1 em within the Ken of their 
Short - ſighted Reaſon, they will not aſſent to them. 


1 And 75 our Authar's Choke riſes, when ſuch as theſe 


are branded wich the odious Name of Heretick. 
"UNDER the Head of pre- conceiv d Hypotheſes, 2 


our Author takes Occaſion to ſcout the Carteſian Ar- 


gument, for the Exiſtence of G 0D from the Mes, 
under the Notion of a Paralogiſm. 5 


I conrkEss, we ftand in no need of this 5 


gument to demonſtrate a God: which makes me 
the leſs concern'd for its. Succeſs : Yet I cannot 
but offer a Word or two in its behalf; ſince 1 think 
it deſerves a more civil Treatment. 


I *tis a Paralogiſin then, as he contends, 3 it muſt 


be ON Account of a petitio rinci 7525 in the Argument. 5 
But poſſibly this may be a fal 


5 e gt hoever brings any Meaium or Argument 


e Charge, "Tis cer- 


In Proof of any Thi 
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7% 4 5 


6 
1 
WF” 


Begging : the Dueſtion. 8 


. 


4 Gov, This would be a plain peritio prineipii; 
for to allow the Uſe of this Medium, is to grant 
the Thing in Diſpute. For every One muſt own 

2 Gop, before he can 1 ure to be 


| ANT 1+ BLOW 7% & 0%: MST SS | 130 87 5 
what it is, viz. the Word of Goo. 


ut muſt I 


2 a G OD, ipſo fact 0, by allowing of the Idea 4 
5 1 think not. n Nn e F 


* # 


TRE Athei 


| ; perceive to belong 0 the Eſſence of an Thing, that I may i 
with Truth affirm, not of the Eſſence only, for that 
would be a fulſome Repetition, but of the Thing it- 
ſelf. Now I clearly and diſtinctly perceive that Ne- 
ceſſary Exiſtence belongs to the Eſſence of Gop; there- 
fore I may with Certainty infer, that Go p exiſts. 
And where, I pray, is the Flaw in this Argument ? 
The Objective Reality of Ideas, is own d to be a good 


Proof of the Exiſtence of their reſpettive Objects, not 


"the adlual Exiſtence, for chat is peculiar 0 the e 


D232 of 


in Proc of any Thing, which fuppoſes the Thing: 
in Debate, he 1s guilcy of chat falſe Reaſoning, call'd | 


"Ro, ſhould any One from Scripture arceihpe t 


TRE Atheft, or he, whom for the preſent we 
ſuppoſe to difpute the Being of Go p, muſt allow _ 
of che Idea; or he denies Nothing, he diſputes 
\ he knows not what, when he denies, or diſputes 
Sop's Exiſtence. You'll ſay, The Idea includes Ne- 
' ceſſary Exiſtence, the Thing diſputed : But is not 
this the very Objective Reality of the Idea? whereof 
ſhould you ſtrip it, you would deſtroy the very Idea 
itſelf ; which, I fay, muſt be allow'd as the Anſa of 
the Queſtion. So long, therefore, as we bring not 
this Attribute or Property to the Idea, to ſerve a 
Turn; but find it there, inſeparable from, and eſ- 
ſential to it; and without which it could no more 
ſubſiſt, than the Idea of Man without Rationality; 
we may ſurely be allow'd to argue from it by Vir- 
tue of this Axiom. Whatever I clearly and diſtincdtij 


H 9 9 the 7 


—— — —ꝛꝛ a — — 
— a 2 ͤ » nat 
” / * | 


Th 915 25 8 can 1 Jn, 100 of 


| al The 0 ; and therefor 155 ſuppole ” rorbing. 


85 find the Patron of Error chus ar zuing; 
Atbeiſ be "outs 2; of the  Beipg of. GOD from the 
Tt 


> 125 error 20 
; an trox ? Certain] y;not, 
 be.fo.; but how comes, ik 125 et 


1 — of N en 


F by th the 4 Ambiguity of x the Word Go D in the Sa | 
| tings, 755 tain an abſolute Reel 77 = 7918 4 
wer- bl, be, if 
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ſtake not, is levell'd at the Jodrine i 7K Trinity 
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appears what 2 1 2 2 * = Oh, 1 


ed Trinity i in every Te ſpec t i 


as. maintain'd: by our Church. But 1 could 


have been 1 js d either Mord pefverl ly, or more in- 

| conſiderate] 8 3 

Pon, in the firſt place, Can the Church be faid ta 

35 maintain an abſolute quality of Father, "Son and 
Holy Gboſt, if ſo be it doth maintain it in every re 
ſpect, from the Ambiguity of the Wo ord. God 


V hereas, had this Word been never us d, but in its 
Il and proper Senſe, the ſame Doctrine would 
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bl 109 T rat TG: by the great Adver- 


fi MY bold! y contend that the Son 1 is nO other 
th Jan | a LF aa 


; How then are we ſeduc d by it? 


Lek w and then, in Seripture- language 
OY To in Le Plural N nber; and gage, 
y God tells Moſes, xod. vii. I. See, I haue 
g 174 kh 4 God to Pharaoh, which Expreſſion 2 
1 


| ber Senſe 


gut A SI Part of f their” 


nitances : : Beeaule, 


| ay the W ord Go D is very rarely us d, ut in its 
| nt true an pad Sen le ; therefore, when Ws apply'd | - 


to our Sayigur, it ſhall never be ſo underſtogd; al- 

tho' we meer with Mae apnex d to it, which bid 
very 1 Ons would think, J. its er Accep- 
5 11 en Gag, 1." 


I Day, molt darin gly attacking the Godbead of our 


Saviour,under this Hold of an Amb e in the Word 
often, and ſo 

amefully been beaten; particularly by Dr. Sher- 
lock i in his Seripi ure Proofs of our Saviour: Divinity 5 
W hen One ſhall endeavour to advance the 


70 4; out of Which they have 


explain 4: 


Apoſtolical. Conſtitutions o 4 Level with Seri py. ; 
yea, to contend for them as the moſt Sacred Part of 
Canon : A. Notion ſo extravagant and frantick, that 
believe, none has been before-hand with bim in 
oh ang ns r FG OV and E 4 0 
Ot 


e believe Him to be Pe and 
K il on . Fes the different Accepta- 


But | here, I pr pra „lies this doubtful Meaning of 
Fe. Word: K ſe, forſooth, Princes and Magi- 


iſcerns to be Elliptical, and therefore un- 
rſtands it inſtead of a 4 God; as tis expreſs d in an- 
other Place, Exod. iy. 16. Which 1 by. the way, takes 
off its s Ambiguity, and fixes it in its proper Senſe, 
1 Toa cuts 1 5 a ore at the ſame time, of 


ix. 6, 0 daa 
Wu E 1 e I figd Men, at this time of 
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55 boch of! 2 . ; 10 als for no ou Reaſon, but 


that they ſeem in ſome Paſſages to countenance his 


 Heterodox Opinions: when Another makes it his Buſi- 
 _nelſsto Bally the old baffled Forces, of Socrmus,Crellius, 
Le Seblict ingius and other Writers of that Kidney, and 
Head em againſt the Carbolick and genuine Jene 
of thoſe Scriptures that are Aſſertory of our Savi- 
our's Divinity : When I find Men, I ſay, endea- 
vouring to elude the Force of thoſe, Text; on which 
is founded this Great Article of our Faith, by ſuch 
- wretched Shifts and Evaſtons as are to be met with 
in their Writings, by Wreſting Words from their 
natural Import and Meaning, by abuſing the Sacred 


Pages by forc'd Interpretations, by flat and lifeleſs 


Comments and Explications ;. Can Charity oblige me 
to think theſe Men hearty and ſincere in the Pur- 
ſuit of Truth? Then it may oblige me to believe R 


Hypocriſy to be Sincerity, Truth Falſhood, and any 


Thing to be any Thing. The moſt that Charity 
can conſtrain us to in this Caſe, is, To hope that 


they contend for their Notions, believing them true. 


But their Behaviour, at the ſame time; ſhews that 
their Search of Truth is not free and difintereſted 4 
that they contend for Victory rather than Truth: _ 
ocherwiſe, they would be willing to hold the Scale 
even, be content that either Side of the Queſtion 
were true, according as the Evidence did Pre- 


nderate. | 
AGAIN; 'Tis not chiefly from the Word Go 


being predicated of the Three Perſons, that rr 

Church holds an Equality in the Triniiy; but Wh 
. cauſe we find the Eſfential and e e Attri-, 
b, butes of the Deity alcrib d to them i in Scripture ; and 


1 hope theſe are not us d ambiguouſſy. 
NEITRHER in the next Place, is it true, That 


dur Church holds an abſolute Equality of the Per- 


(one 10 in the Ever-bleiſed Trinity i in every reiped. For 


the 
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| the very. e or Charadqrificks- whi h diſtin- 
guiſh their Perſonalities, vir. Begetting, Begotten, and = 
Proceeding, in * N Neon of deem, ap the 
Contrary. | 
Tas the p ay, an Creed, owns, when it faich, 
| The Father's made of none; The Son 4 of ithe | Ful 
alone; The Holy Gho#t. 1. of the. Father and. the Son. 
There is an e then as to their Perſonalities , 
but not as to their Eſſence; as to Whence They are, 
but not as to Hbat They are. But upon 23 
there were an abſolute Equality in every reſpect, I 
ſee not how this would introduce Trithei/m ; which, 
if 1 miſtake not, ſeems neceſſarily to require that 


the Subſtance be divided; whereas our Church a- 1 


greeably to Revelation and Reaſon, holds the God- 
bead to be one and the lame Individual "Subſtance 0 or 
Eſence. 15 
BU r here « our 1 comes upon us with ano- 
ther Charge, viz. Sabellianiſm. One Individual E- 
ſence or | Subſtance under different Perſonal Characters, 
ou 4, as he thinks, be the Error of Sabellius. 
Ix the moſt Learned and Judicious Writers of the 
Church may be allow'd to know what Sabellianiſm . 
was; This Error conſiſted in making the Perſons to 
be no more than Modes or Relations, or different C- 
pacities of the ſame Being: The Trinity of the Sa- 
ellianiſts was much the ſame as what ſome call a 
Ciceronian Trinity. Suſtineo Ego tres perſonas. They 
allow d only of one Singular, Individual Eſſence or 
 Hypoſtafis, and that Father, Son, and Holy Ghoft, 
were only three ſeveral Names, Notions or Modes, of 
one and the ſame Thing. In a Word, The aſſert 
ing ſuch Relative Perſons as haye no Eſſence at all. 
no other than what belongs to Entia Rations,, was 
the true Sabellian Doctrine. Whereas, we hold, 
ä That the Divine Nature Or Godhead ſubſiſting under F 
* ſuch — ſo that the Godbead 1 is ſtill joyn'd. to 
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of being contradictious, and inco 


(35) 
ie ane Ae aſs by it, olefins" the Peſo, 
Bach Perſon x -r has 2 Sdbeevce to ſh} en his EV 


Mode, Name or Relation; This is no Sabellias xe 
our Churef holds that the Fubſtance ir w ich ig | 

Tree ſubſiſt, is one and the fame ug j, Eſſence 
or Sabſtance, contrary to che very Notion of Tr 
| theiſm + So while we aſſert; that this'very Idividk- 
A Subſtarice doth ſubſiſt diſtinctiy and differentiy in 
Each of the Three Divine Perſons; we are uriu! 
charg'd with Sabell;aniſm. "Tis 'trüe by 'Obſerva- 
tion, that ſome by unwary Erpreffoft, in endea- 
vouring to explicate this Great Myſtery of our Faith, 
the Doctrine of a Trinity of Perſons in the Godbead, 
ſo far, I mean, as to vindicate it from the Charge 
onſiſtent with it 


ſelf; (for to attempt any Thing further would be 
A vain Struggle to g6' beyond our” Line; ſome, 1 
ſay, by unguarded Expreflions) may Have given Ge- 


caſion to the Adverſary to charge them either with 


| Tritheiſm' or Sabellianiſm ; when, at che ſame time, 
were they examin'd particularly in the Matter 
they would abhor both the one and the orber. And 5 
here indeed to lay an Imputation of Hereſy, would : 
be very raſh and uncharitable. But the Caſe is 
quite different where a'Man delignedly levels his 
Explications againſt the very Fundamental Article 
itſelf, and endeavours with all the Art he is Maſter 
of, to explain it 9 ; by giving not only a diffe- 
rent Turn to thoſe Texts on which the Doctrine is 
Ka but attempting to make eve o 870 Creeds ?- 
ſpeal his Senſe, tho witk the utfhöft Rel 2 — . 
and Repugnancy to themſelves, tho! directly con- 
trary to the Original Deſign in Frattitig, and In- 
tention of the Church in requiring the 'Uſe of 
them. When Men act in this Mat I Fs What hd | 
we an? A 3 
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throught was Trithei/m and Sabelhaniſm, doubrs not 
Put ke ber ſhall be guilty of rhaſe 15 rrors, may at with 


Honeſty an Sincerity, may be 


All, Thelieve, will readily grant, That when Reli- 
3 Pg Tre unable to diſcern it 

fie, if we Hive up to what we know. Bur a Man 
may very well be ſuppos' d, to ſecure to himſelf 
the Character of being Temperate and outward! 
Religious, and yet greatly err, and deſpiſe red 
thoſe who can direct him where Truth is, or tram- 


Sious Truth ſies out of our aw} or, when in our 
t our Caſe is very 


E.+ 
. 
1 


ple upon it when it comes in his Way. Such as 
| "theſe muſt quirthejr Claim to Haneſty and Since. 
ty; or Honefty and Sincerity muſt drop their 
Names, and take upon em the more proper ones 
of Obſtinacy and Self-conceit. At length he concludes 
With this Remark ; Tf we guard againft evil Practices, 
If ape take care that aur Adlions are but regular, &c. 1 


Aso not ſee what Harm can enſue. 


9 


I T x1 nx he had deliver'd himſelf more agreea- 


bly to the Senſe of the Chriſtian Church in all Ages, 

and, which is more, to the Tenour of Scripture, 
Had he thought fit to guard againſt looſe Principles, 
as well as lewd Practices; unſound and peſtilent Opi- 


8 | 


1 


nion, as well as irregular and immoral Ac, ions. 


ii , een 
| 25,4 good Conſcience ; for, 10 we ſuffer. ſhipwreck as to 


the one, the other will har 


rid Religious, To. * 


Ns, 4 


bark'd upon the. ſame Bottom. 


y eſcape, being both em- 


Ov Author under his laſt mention'd Fountain 


of Error, predominant Paſſions, allows them not to 


excuſe wicked Actions: For Reaſon and Religion, 


ſays he, being given in to regulate our ſtubborn Wills, 


F we ſuffer dur Paſſions to take fire, and break in upon 


the Duties of Love, Charity and univerſal Benevolence, 


We became Reſponſible, &c. — why not 0 23 
FF e nn 08 
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I > | Huthor\, Having inſtancd in what he | 
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_ 1 
bes Reſponſible t to our Great Fudge, » by ice 
3 them to break in upon Truth, according as Reli- 
5 gion is more or leſs concern din our Belief or Ac- 
. Fnowledgment of that Truth? Let him, or any 
„ One for him aſſign a Reaſon. Beſides, I would 
know, Whether Religion doth not relate to our 
=_” Belief, as well as to our Practice; and conſequent- 
I, whether he is not as Refractory and Contuma- 
|| ious, who denies his Aſſent to an Article of Faith, 
26 as he that neglects any Practical Duty? How is the 
|  ftuborn Will of the one better regulated nn that 
[| ol the other: a 
Wh You L ſay, The Error is s involuntary | in the 
8 one Caſe, and not in the other. But is not this 
Fl | gratis dictum? For having already ſhewn, That 
"| There are Simple Errors which are finfull ; why 
| ſhould they be excusd upon the account of a pre- 


dominancy of Paſſion occaſioning them, and not evil 
Practices? How are the one Involuntary, and not 
Y the other Unavoidable? For, ſince he who conſents 
+ to an immoral Act, thro' the Prevalency of Paſſion, 
| always conſents ſub ratione boni; that (Paſlage of the 
Poet, Video meliora, proboque ; $ jp Br ſequor ; being | 
1 Contradiction in Morality, if apply d in both! its 
Parts at the very Inſtant of acting:) So far conſi- 


e er e ee 1 . . 
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1 der'd, his Action is as juſtifiable — another's. S, who 
a2 aſſents to a criminal Error ſub ſpecie Veri. 

1 Ix the one then ſhall be acquitted, and the other 
| _ condemn'd; it matters not a Ruſh let a Man be He- 
rien or Orthodox. 

Bor this he calls a popular 8 as thinks 

cs turn itbe Edge of it by his following Diſtinctions. 
First, BY allowing all Voluntary Errors to be Cri- 


minal, as Criminal as we pleaſe: He might have ſaid 

2 Damnable i in the higheſt Degree; and yet have been 
in no Danger upon the Account of any Principles „ 
rb For, ſo far as I ee him, No Error is Vo. 
PI luntary, 


74 


. 


| ( 3 5 | | 7 


1ubeary; unleſs a Wlan ons his Error, and at che 


* 


ſame time contends for it as for Truln. 
Wu Ar elſe can he mean by that Caution of 
charging Voluntary Errors upen ſuch only as are 
guilty of em; and that we be very ſure who are ſuch? 
Moser we ſtay till they own' their Errors? 
Then we can charge an Heretical Tenet upon no 
One : And our eAmthor's Motto may be true of him 
in this Senſe, Hereticus efſe Nolo, i. e. I won't own 
myſelf an Heretick. Or, may we not ſafely, and 
without Breach of Charity, charge them upon all 
Who perſiſt in them, after due Means of Convicti- 
on offer'd, whether they are convinc'd or not, or 
whether they acknowledge them or not? For he 
that is inwardly conſcious of his Error, and yet 
perſiſts in it, unleſs he owns or 'acknowledges it, 
appears to Man, who cannot know the Heart, as 
Conſcientious under his Error, as he that takes his 


Error for Truth. In ſhort, if pertinaciouſly to per- 


fiſt in an Heretical Opinion, and to tell the World, 
that I have uſed much Study and Induſtry in the In- 
veſtigating of Truth, and am ſo far from being con- 
vinc'd of the Falſity of my Notions, that I am ra- 
ther confirm'd in the Truth of them, makes my 
Error Involuntary, and my Accuſers Unchriſtian 
in their raſh Cenſures of me; then no Hereſy can 
ever want a good Plea: And the Sacred Pen- Men, 
who ſpeak of Hereſies with a Sort of Indignation and 
Abhorrence, Of per verſe Diſputings of Men of corrupt 
Mind.; Of Words eating as doth a Gangrene, tending 


te overthrow the Faith of others, have only amus'd us 


with what never did or can happen; and the Pra- 
Rice of the Chriſtiau Church in all Ages, of Cenlu- 


ring and Condemning the Abettors of ſuch and Nh 


ſuch Terets, tho back'd wich the Apoſtle's Precept 
to Titus, Of rejec ing an obſtinate Heretick, can paſs 
for nothing better than downright Perſecution. = 


Pug 
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be juſtify d, becauſe he is paſſionate, &. but becanſe his 


Errors are Involuntary. Let us ſuppoſe, for Inſtance, 


PFs * bt 


This Man to be an Arian; for he that has but half 
an Eye may diſcern that it was chiefly in Defence 


of ſuch, that our Advocate of Error has ſent forth 
his Book to take its Fate in the World. And here 


I will be bold to affirm, That an Arian can lay no 


better. Claim to the Plea of Involuntary Error, than - 


the Unjuſt, the Extortioner, or the Intemperate For | 
the Divinity of our Saviour, which he demes, is as 
__ clearly revealdin — as any Truth whatever; 


and nothing but Sel 


conceit can either betray him 


| into his Error at firſt, or fix him in it. 


Bur hear him further Pleading for his Heretic&: | 


He doth his beſt to rid himſelf, &c. He can ſay 


8s St. Paul does, Rom. vii. 18. To will js preſent with 


me, &c. This Paſſage is cited, as if the Apoſtle 

ſpake of himſelf: Now. ſince tis certain, that at, 
and before the Date of this Epiſtle, he was a very 
eminent Chriſtian, at leaſt in a State of Regeneracßj 


what is here ſaid, and eſpecially at the 14th Verſe, 


I am Carnal, fold under Sin, can never conſiſt with 


St. Paul's Character. There is a Neceſſity then to 


underſtand him, tho' ſpeaking in the ſrſt Perſon, to 


intend only the Deſcription of an anregenerate Man, 


of One who is an abject Slave to his Luſts and Paſ- - 
ſions; and with ſuch I am well content our Here- 
_ fb mobid be .compir , kn inns} 
Os Autbor, in what immediately follows, 


| ſeems ſo taken with the View of Hereſy and Schiſm, 
as to think em not only innocent but graceful and 


comely, Thus he; When Hereſy or Schiſm is Involun- 
tary, tis ſo far from being damnable, that tis highly 
commendable ; For it evidences Honeſty and Sincerity 
in à wonderful Manner; As appears by the fair and 
generous: Ways and Methods that Hereticks and 
| „„  Sobiſmatichs 


„ OE 


” 


| Schiſmaticks have all along made uſe of, for ſtrength- 
ning their Party, and undermining thoſe who are 
not ſohappy as to think with them. Love of Gop, 
Right again! Which can't be better evidenc'd than 
bp disbelieving his Word: by rending and cauſelefly 
dividing the Church, the Myfical Body of his Chrift, 
Love of Truth : which is clearly ſhewn by an Obſti- 
nacy in Error. And regards not the Praiſe of Men: I 
am lure, not the juſt Commands of their Superiors . 
and Governors. . „F 
SUCH Menwill meet with Mercy at the Laſt Day; 
that is, with Pardon: What! when their Hereſy or 
Sehiſm is highly Commendable | What Relation is 
there between what is Praiſe-worthy in an high 
Degree, and Mercy or Forgiveneſs, which always 
ſuppoſes a Crime: 5 


Nornix d but a Figure call'd Non-ſenſe can re- 


cConcile theſe. But obſerve, by the way, our Au- 


thor's Impartiality : They who by following their 
own-private Judgments, not regarding thoſe ſerious. 
Exhortations, To hold faſt the Form of ſound Words, to 
| endeavour to keep the Unity of the Spirit in the Bond of 


Peace, and the like, ſhall fall into Hereſy or Schiſm, 


and conſcientiouſly err, are highly commendable ; 
Whereas, Page 14. of his Book, Thoſe who reſign their 
Minds toe Mother-Chnrch blindly ; that is, who, find- 
ing no Reaſon to the contrary, ſhall think fit to aſ- 
ſent to. thoſe Doctrines, which the Church, as the 
Pillar and Ground of Truth does ſupport, to ſubmit 
to Her Diſcipline, to comply with Her Way of 
Worſhip, were it meerly out of a Principle of Obe- 
| dience, having no real Convictions that they fir 
herein; Theſe, I ſay, he endeavours to expoſe as 
Squires to Knights Errant, expecting to be rewarded for 
their Follies, tHe E eang 
Bur we are not to wonder hereat; for there 
ever Was and will be found in the World a ** of 
W 5 Men, 


Fi e ee © ee eee art THOR ee deen E AE 00” DAR AEM / EE nTvET vs oy 
= : N 


wif 


* 


Mien, who can call Good Evil, and Evil Good; put 
[ Darkneſs for Light, and Light for Darkneſs, &c. 
. : Thirdly, H faith, Man may be branded with 

tf rhe ignominious Character of an Arian ; -yet if be be bo- 
{28 . weſt and ſincere, &c. he ſees no Reaſon but that one Hea- 

1 ven may receive bim, as well as the moſt Orthodox. 

 WHraTEvVeER becomes of an honeſt Heathen 
who never heard of CyrisT; we have Reaſon to 
think it will fare very ill with thoſe who live under 
the Sound of the Goſpel, jor are not Chriſtians; As 
may rp be affirm d of all Arians and Socinians. 
For by denying our Lord's Divinity, they deny the 
main and principle Article of our Faith. Remove 
but this Pillar of So rh and the whole Fa- 
brick falls to the Ground. They deny the Filiation 
of the Son of God in the true, proper, and Scrip- 
tural Senſe of it, that Senſe which has been receiv'd 
by the Church all along, from its very Infancy to 
this Day: How then can they acknowledge Him 
truly to be the Meſſiab, as is requiſite to Salvation? 
Theſe, Signs, are written that ye might belive that Fe- 
ſus u the Chriſt, the Son of GOD; and that believing 
Je might have Life through his Name, Joh. xx. 31. 
ERROR having been Conſider'd abftratly, he 
proceeds to Conſider it in the Concrete under four 
Heads. Whereof the firſt is, Of ſuch as err in purely 
Speculative Matters, where he tells us, Page 22. 
That it cannot be a Fundamental Error to recede from 
an e Man's particular Determination, how the Three 
are One. No; But tis a Fundamental Error to de- 
ny, that the Three are One; that is, One Gop : For 
| fince the Holy Scriptures have expreſly attributed 
the Eſſential and Incommunicable Perfections of the 
Godhead to Three; and ſince both by Revelation and 
Reaſon, we are taught that there can be but One God, 
it evidently follows, that the Three are One GO D. 
I hope he will not call this, a determining how the 
e | Wo Te)jvbbres 
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.. - Ton 
_ Three are One: For the affixing the Senſe of either 
of the two extreme Terms of any Propoſition, which 
is ever neceſſary even in all Matters of Faith, other- 
wiſe we know not what we believe; affixing, I ſay, 
the Senſe and Meaning of the Terms of a Propoſition 
cannot, unleſs ignorantly or perverſly, be call'd the 
determining the Modus of a Propoſition, or inform- 
ing us how it is true, « _ 5 
As in the Inſtance before us; What is meant by 
the Three we underſtand, and alſo what is meant 
by One God: But how theſe Three are the One God, 


| we are not able to diſcern ; that third Idea ſerv- 


ing to connect the the two Terms of the Propoſition, 
in which Connexion, as I take it, lies the Modus, 
we want: Here then is a proper Object of our 
Faith. For here is nothing contradictious; we aſ- 


ſert not that the Three are One, in the ſame Reſpet e 


that they are Three; neither can any One, without 
the higheſt Arrogance and Preſumption, charge the 
Doctrine as an impoſſible ons. For as the very Learns 
ed Dr. Cudworth has well obſerv'd, Intellectual Sy- 
ſtem, Page 559. ſpeaking of the Three Hypoſtaſes or 
_ Perſons being truly and really One God : Tho there 
can be no Inſtance of the like Unity or Oneneſs found in 
any created Beings ;_ nevertheleſs we certainly know 
 frem our very ſelves, that it is not impoſſible, for two di- 
' ſtint Subſtances, the one Incorporeal, the other Corporeal, 
to be ſo cloſely united together, as to become one Animal 
and Perſon; much leis therefore ſhould it be thought 
impoſſible, for theſe Three Divine Hypoſtaſes, ts be 
WOO, oO OE OC I ns 
_ AFTER this Inſtance of our Author, follows a 
Paſſage of Mr, Chillingworth, Chap. ii. Set. 104. 
To ſay, that when a Place of Scripture by reaſon of am- 
 biguous Terms lies indifferent between divers Senſes, 
whereof one is true, and the other is falſe, that G 0D 
 obliges Men under the Pain of Damnation not to * 


* 


)))). 
tbro Error and Human Frailty, is to male Gop 2 . 
rant, &c. This cannot extend to Articles of Faith; 
for as the ſame Excellent Writer ſays juſt before; | 
_ - What is neceſſary to be believ d, is plainly reveal d. And 
ſo are all thoſe Things which our Church repreſents - 


as ſuch. But our Author would fain extend it thus 5 


far; and then farewell all Articles of Faith 

Fox he has already given us a Specimen, Pag. 17. 

of an Ambiguous Word, and of the Liberty he takes 
thereupon: That is, If any Word in any Article 
of Faith has been ever us'd in different Senfes, he 
thinks he may be allow d to underſtand it in which 
of thoſe Senſes he pleaſes, tho' it is directly contra- 
ry to the plain Deſign of the Author, and the Con- 


text forbids it. But he purſues this Paſſage. Pag. 23. 


by tranſcribing the following Inſtance; as parallel 
to the Matter in hand, If I ſhould ſend a Servant to 

Paris, Ofc. and be uſing his utmoſt Diligence, ſhould 
| "bowever miſtake his Way, by reaſon of the fe everal Di- ; 

viſions of the Road; if in ſuch Caſe I were offended with 


5 05 bim; ſhould I not be unjuſt, &c. 


_ Tas Inſtance apply d to all Errors in Religi- 
on in general, which paſs with our Mut bor under the 
-Head of Simple Errors, and therefore innocent, is con- 
trary to the Intention of Mr. Chillingworth, as will 
appear to every One who conſults him ; or if not, 
tis ſo far from being parallel to the Caſe before us, 
that it wants a moſt material Circumſtance to make 
it ſo: And which ought to have been expreſsd, to 
this effect: As, ſuppoſe I order d this Servant, when 
he doubted of his Road, to repair to ſuch a Guide, 


Who would always be at hand to ſer him right; but 


he truſting to his own Judgment, and ſlighting the 
Directions of his Guide, ſhould at laſt miſtake, would 
He not in this Caſe deſerve Puniſhment, as One 
guilty of willful Error? In what relates to Faith and 
Practice, Scripture is our only Rule and 3 = 
WTR. „% eli a W” n delivers 
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© delivers itſelf clearly. and intelligibly herein: Let 
notwithſtanding, ſome there are who are above be- 


ing taught or directed thereby: But then as to thoſe 


who are willing to be inſtruced, what muſt they 
do, ſhould they doubt of the Senſe of Scripture in 


ſuch Places, as they think it concerns them rightly 
to underſtand? Who muſt they betake themſelves 


to, as Directors in thoſe Matters? The Anſwer is 
obvious, To the Governors and PaFors of the 


Church. And this is not going about to eſtabliſn 


an Iifallible: Fudge of Controverſies, as the Church 


f Rome moſt abſurdly contends for; One that ſhalt 
have Authority to obtrude upon us what he pleaſes 
as the Senſe of Scripture, tho directly contrary 
thereto, and to the common Senſe of Mankind. In 


the preſent Caſe, Suppoſition is made of One un- 


der Doubts and Uncertainties, in ſome particular 
Inſtance, how to turn himſelf ſo, that he may keep 


in the true Path: And here, I ſay, Thoſe whom 


- Providence has ſet over him in Spiritual Concerns, are 
is true and proper Guides and Director,; otherwiſe 
alcleſs, wherever Scripture obtains; 
and has been ſo ever ſince the Cloſe of its Canon. 
_ ...Tx1s Circumſtance then of a Guide or Dire 
Cor, ought to be inſerted in the Inſtance he cites, 
only to ſuch as we are liable to, by miſtaking the 


their Office is 


Meaning of thoſe Scriptures that relate not to the 


Pace. 24; he ſpends in venting his Spleen upon 
ſome Divine or other of our Church; How fac the 


Charatter he has dreſs d him in ſuits with the Perſon 


intended, I cannot particularly determine, being ign- 
norant of whom he ſpeaks : But this Article of Im- 


peachment I can't but take 3 otice of, viz. So ſeru- 


pulouſly 


I 


Purity of Faith or Manners, tis foreign to the 
ſe, and concerns us 


VV ws). 
pulooſhy'zzalbus for the Reſpect ro be put fo the Stel 
ply as to imagine 4 Seripture- Story profan'd'if pitt 

upon a Sign. I had rather ten thouſand- times be 

guilty of a erſtitions Veneration of Scripture, 100 
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to make a Nyſe of Mas of it, as ſome do, t6'coun- 
tenance and favour choſe very Herefies, which It 
; has expreſly caution d againſt and condemn c. 
B the Nature of his Ihditemen: One may hacks 
: 2 gueſs at che true Character of the worthy Per- 
ſon he has thus traducd'; That he is One who does 
not ſo much as warp towards Hereſy or Fanaticiſm'; 
That he abhors that Iabewanm, neſeou Temper er of 
our Modern Laodiceans, who care not Who is up- 
permoſt, Biſhop or Presbyter, or Which has tlie Lag 
| - ference Common. Prayer or Ext emporary-Effufions, if f 
they can gain the moſt thereby. * 
ITREN comes an Apoll gy for "his Digriſſon ; The 
Spirit of Popery being too too rife amongſt Proteſtants, 
And a lamentable Caſe it is, that we cannot be 
Atheiſts, Deiſts, Libertines, Ain, Soc iniams, or Schi ; 
_ waaticks,, without incurring the Cenfure or <e 
: Church, or be thought” al of for uſing our Cbr tian | 
Li 
8 his Rub of Merl, what may fluence 


ry proper one: Should aby Oe,” ſays he, miſtake 
tbe Meaning of the Word, "Opuoei@-, of one Subſtance, 
and think it means, dne zuende Suh ande; 1 fee 
not bow he would diſtinguiſh himſelf from ſome. of our 

| Unitarians, or from the Hereſy of Sabellius. - 
Ix our Author means by his one individual Sub- 
fance, That the Son has one and the ſame Singular, 
Individual or Numerical Eſſence with the Father ; 
whereby, according to Epiphanius, He would be 

25 Tale + — as, to 77 thanaſins , Moro, 
and not 'Owvo/&- + This Notion, as both thoſe 
- _ with him, would be 125 Error of 8a. 


Vbellius, 5 


Practice, he takes the following Inſtance for a ve- 5 
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plainly Eiche that 
vidual Subſtance with the Father; becauſe the Na- 


at all. 


Fry 


1 a 5 who hel, That the Whole Deity was ol 


Si. 
But if by one individual Sub- 
, That our S doth ſubſiſt in the 


we .of the Godhead, that 
ſtantial wich, the Father, 


1 508 e meant 24 the W 135 


"and rea * '6 0 D, N28 
muſt be of the ſame Iadi- 


5 us, | 


ture or Subſtange of the N is utregly uncapable : 


of g divided. 


OR if CHRIST is not of the fame Individual 


1 g cg with the Father, He muſt either be of K 
Subſtance more than Numericall diſtinct, or of the | 


fame Subſtance divided. To ſay the firſt, is to 
dane tum im no more then a created Being: For de- 
om the Divine Nature or Subſtance but to 


Bed.” that _ the moſt Excellent among the Celeſtial Hie- 
rarchy, and you are at an infinite Diſtance from 
whence you ſet-out. To ſay che latter, That 

Chriſt is of the ſame Subſtance, but divided; or, as our | 


Author will have it, of one Subſtance, but not one 
and the ſame Individual Subſtance, is to run into 


that moſt abſurd Notion of the Manichees, in ma- 
king the Son to be Part of the Eſſence of the Father, 


as they underſtood the Word OHhiν,j , which is to 


1 introduce either two Gods; or rather, by conceiv- 
ing a Diviſion of the Divine Subſtance, to deſtroy 


the true Notion of a Deizy, and allow of no Go 


Tat Caſe in ſhort is this: Since 1 Fon jj 


and Holy Ghoſt, are Three Perſons Numerically di- 

ſtinct; their /ogulor Eſſences muſt allo of Neceflicy 
be diſtiat; unleſs we can conceive that to be 
25 ne of any Perion « or Being, Kh: is falle of its 
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Eſſence ; or can really ſeparate any Thing from its 
 - Effnce; But then, ſince theſe Three do all ſubſiſt in 


one Common Nature or Eſſence, Viz: in that one Infinite, 


Eternal and Independent Nature of God; as the In- 
_ comparable Biſho 1 8 expreſſes it, Art. ii. 
ſa 


Which is one and the fame Simple, Indiviſible Sub- 
flance: Where lies the Miſtake in affirming of Son 


and Holy Gbeß, that they are O hανj 76 Target, 


Meaning thereby, of the ſame Common Individu-— 


- PROCEED we to another of his Inſtances : 


Should One think the Athanaſian Creed, ſays he, ſo a- 
greeable to Scripture, that tou d be inconſiſtent with 
| the Intereft of the Chriſtian Religion to have it expung'd 


form'd us who they are that ſo rigidly contend for 


the Form of this Creed, as to think-that Chriſtianity 


depends upon it: But I muſt beg Leave to tell him, 


Thar as to the Subſtance of this Creed, we contend 
for it, as for the Faith which was once deliver d to the 
Saints. For it may be prov d by moſt certain Warrant 
of Holy Scripture, Artic. 8. But ſuppoſe this Creed 
was given up, we know whom we ſhould gratify 
in ſodoing; wou'd he promiſe not to beg off the 
Nicene Creed, the 2d, zd, and 4th Invocation in the 


Litany, ſeveral of our Collects, and above all the Pre- 


V 


and the Form of our Doxology ? We dare not truft 


him, an old Proverb forbids it. 
Arn theſe Inſtances, he furniſhes us with a 
_ Criterion whereby to judge of Error and its Innocency.. 
Al ſuch Things may a Man err in ſafely, of which be 
may ſafely be ignorant. This Rule is falle, For a 
Man may be ſafely ignorant in two Reſpects, in 
the one whereof he may alſo ſafely err, in the other 


not. As firſt, He may ſafely be ignorant of ſuch 


And 


s A | | " $43. + 


and here indeed he may ſafely err alſo : Or, ſe- 
condly, He may ſafely be ignorant of the Neceſſa- 


ry Articles of Chriſtianity, if they never were pros 1 


pounded to him; or he incapable of receiving 
them, cho propounded : The firſt of which, is the 


| Caſe of Pagans, to whom the Sound of the Goſpel 


never reach'd ; the other of Þfants and Ideots. Now 
tho e here may be ſafe ; yet Error, which 
neceſſarily ſuppoſes theſe Great Articles of Chriſtia- 
nity to be propounded and underſtood, and which 
is nothing leſs than a Disbelief of them, cannot be 
ſafe. A Man then may ſafely be ignorant of Truth, 
"hers to err ir-. 
IN the next Page 27, we have wo Obſervations 
in Confirmation of this Aſſertion; That Errors 
- which produce not evil Actions, are not puniſhable. 


Frirſt, BECAUSE tis 20 where ſaid in Scripture, | 


that Men ſhall be puniſhed for Simple Errors. 
Nor in thoſe Words indeed; But if Men are 
 threatned in Scripture, whio ſhall be guilty of what 
paſſes with our Author for no other than Simple Error, 
then Simple Error is puniſhable : And always is ſo, 
when, tho' tis not the Parent of any viſible immo- 
ral Act, yet is the Product of an evil Diſpoſition, as 
generally in the Caſe of Hereſy; eſpecially where 
the Means and Opportunities of Knowledge are 
great. This Fallacy then is at the Bottom of all 

his Arguing: He concludes, That no Error what- 
ever which a Man takes for Truth, unleſs it influ- 


ence to evil Actions, can be ſinful; and that Goo 


- . cannot puniſh it without Injuſtice, Tyranny, and 


the like. But this is to miſtake the Caſe ; for every 
One knows, who conſiders Things rightly, That 


Errors even in Religion are not puniſhable, quatenus 
Errors: That the Evil, ſtrictly fpeaking, lies not in 
them; but in that peculiar Frame and Diſpoſition 


of Mind which tends to betray. Men into em. Now | we 
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| #6 Temper fo likely to. de this,” as where Pride; | 


ally, as was ob- 


derftandings obtain: Theſe 
whomſoeves they meet, do nat 


T 


 ferv'd at firſt, diſpoſe a Man to innsvate in Reli- 
gion and corrupt the Faith. And then Lask, Whe- 


ther ſuch 4 Temper as this, let a Man otherwiſe be 
never ſo ſtrict and Phariſoically-nige, 28 to his out- 


ward Behaviour, can entitle him poſſeſsd thereof 
to the Character of being Innocent? Thus, as to the 
Sin of Murder, the Evil lies not in the Act itſelf; 


for that is Phyſica/, and wholly remote from the 
Nature of Moral; but in the particular Frame and 
Temper of the Soul, at chat Inſtant prompting ane 


: exciting to the Act. CC r 
His Second Obſervation, whereby he would 
confirm the Truth of his Aſſertion; That no Error 
is puniſhable but what produces an evil Action, is, Be- 
| cauſe every where, when Occaſim i taken to treat f 

the Proceedings of the Day of Fudgment, we find that 


our Actions, and they only, are the Subjects of Engquir) 
Ir by eAdions, here are meant, as his Purpoſe 
requires, our outward and viſible Actions only, 


not our Opinions, Intentions or Inclinations \ nr - 
Practice of the Moral Part of Religion, not our Re- 


ception of the Great and Myſterious Truths of the 
Goſpel, the Obſervation is falſe. And here, let 


him give we leave to obſerve, That rather than H- 
reſy ſhould be arraign'd and gondemn'd, he is for 
acquitting all manner of evil Thoughts, wicked In- 


clinations, ſinful Purpoſes, blaſphemous Opinions, 


and even a Diabolical Temper and Diſpoſition of 


Mind; for tis not neceſſary in the Nature of the 


Thing, that theſe ſhould terminate in Action; or 
ſnould they, the Evil, as I hinted but now, con- 
ſiſts not in the Action, but in the Mind; and is in 


Being before the Action is -produg'd 5 But 0 © 


ome 


it, be the true one; 


7 (thy 9 
: —_— Texts brought in Provf of his Obſerrs 


— ty As the firſt he his mention'd, Marth. 


my 21 Nyt every Ove, Nc. but be that dab the Will 
un Father wh 


tinent 8 demanded, Whether the 
= Go D 


come to Religion, as well ſuch 'as corru upt it by = 
ſtilent Opinions, 28 uiſeredit it by à vitious Life, 


__ wnlnckih pitch'd upon khan this, if the Senſe, which 
our Learned Paraphra Dr. Hammyd has given of 


| bis Angels c. that is, Chrijt by e and Inftru- 


ps 3 ments of his Fufice ſhall teſt roy all Hereticks and$ cbiſmu- i | | 
= res, that any way keep others from the Chriſtian Relig i- 


and all that live profeſſedly in any unlawful Courſe 
af tontrarjety ro Chriſtian Parity. So Rom. ii. 8. An- 


| Other Text which he cites; Unto them who ure C- 


tentious, and 4 not obey bey the Trath, &c. And who 
more Content 


Four to gain them over to the Truth, to be the o 
Mien under Error? $0 far then 'are theſe Paſſage 


of Scripture from ſerving the Purpoſe for which 4 
they were produc, that they make againſt him, 

and ruin bis Obſervation. Befides, 'how rrifling- 1 
by doth var Author here a reve? Becauſe Here is 
not exprefly mention'd in — Places of Scripture 


that relate Oy" — of che Day of Judg- 
1 ment, 


cm 


implying more than that allows of, over- ; 


1; „ Heats. Here it may per: 


ch not extend to our ib as well as Pra- 

ict? "The next Place cited, is in the ſame Goſpel, 

Dhap. iii. 4 . The Son of May ſhall ſend forth bis I ; 
gelt, and they hall gather our of ns Kingdom all Things | 
ft offend, u H oxen AV by whom Offences 


xprefs's by what follows, > bu which tb Iniqui= 
#5. Now, no Text could ow Aurbor have more 


ich on this Occaſion, is well 5 
Worth tranſcribing : The Son of. Man ſhall fend forth 
8, 


dus than Herericks and Schiſmatitks, 
who are for ſceking new Paths, and are impatient | 


under Reproof, and eſteem of thoſe who endea- 
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MW (89). 
ment, therefore either we are not aocountable for it; 
|! , or our Lord has not truly told us the Subject of bis Eu- 
Auiry at thelaſt Day: When yet we are told in Scrip> _ 
|]! ture, That they who are guilty of Hereſy, ſhall nor 
inherit the Kingdom 0 God, Gal. V. 20, 21. Ae we 
to expect a particular Enumeration of every Thing 
wee ſhall be — for in thoſe Texts which re- 
|: late to the Judgment; when Scripture in 1 
has aſſur'd us, That we are accountable 
Thoughts, Words and Actions; and ſhall be - 
|! warded according to the Nature of them, as they 
A 3. ſhall be found to have been Good or Evil? N 
UN DERthe next Head of ſuch whoſe Errors haves — 
neceſſary Connexion with Practice, hut yet the Connexion is 
not ſeen, we are told Page 30. That if one who reſiſts BM 
Force of Temptation, is more deſervedly prais d than be who 
Da bad no ſuch. Stumbling-block laid in his Way ; he that is 
_ good. in ſpite of Principle, ſeems to have a fairer Claim. 
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WA r an Happineſs tis to be under Error! 
and what great — —4 doth it entitle a Man to 
111 beyond what Truth does! Ie that 5s. good i in ſpite "a 
|: Principle, whoſe Connexion with Practice is not 


{!:' diſcern'd, this is the Caſe, ſeems: to have 4 fairer 
Claim to Praiſe and Reward, than another whoſe 
Principles and Practice are both right. A. be who re- 
| fl the Force of Temptation, & c. 


Now, I profeſs, Ican't underſtand bs theſe two 
| Sorts of Men can ſtand compar d, and put in equal 


wor" 
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' _ Claim for a greater Degree of Reward... He chat 1 
has xeſiſted and conquer d a Temptation to Evil, is 
1' Highly to be commended, as all muſt grant; for 
berein conſiſts the ver Nature of Vertue; having 
1 therefore ſtruggled Ke; the Temptation, he mu 
1 needs have known whither it would have led 91 
1 had he liſtned to it. But he who diſcerns not the 
| Connexion between his Principle and the Conſequence 

of i i, can W be ſaid to be good in N of it, 
e 


Tw) 


| be other whe in f ſpies of of hp Top tation, 5) by 
Chance only chat fe for à Princ iple, wh ſe 
Relation to its Conſe ence No not pore by Bi 
who eſpo uſes it, 55 85 ſaid 5 1 'Y 
Man 5 more Fare one Way tha ther, and 
conſequently not being 880d; 9 7 ſpite of FParieiple. he 
muſt Be content with tha poor Degree 'of Rewar Y 
allotted to tt noſe whole Principles and PraC ice are 
both good.” C247 Ie * F err de 
Af the Cloſe of this Page, \ we haye A Pafſa tage of 


.. which s oftentimes pee Scriptur 


; Mr. billing worth 7 57 reaſon of the ſeeming 1-4 Fl 
e, Rea 5. and 125 
#hority, on the one Side,” and Scripture, Ec. on the other; 
42 reaſon of of the Variety 8 Tempers," eAbiltries,” 85. 
Men embrace ſeveral O iont, whereof of” ſome 775 
3 ; to fans. that 927 Wil danm them for foe Er- 
| rors, who Lovers of Him, is to Make Goll's Th= 
rant. Aae 8 er to the. ref. Sect. 26. This Citati n 
is MF rr with à Deſign that the Reader ſuoul 
think, chat twas the Opinion of that Extellent and 
Ds Clear-beaded Writer, That all Errors whatever that 
might be pretended to ariſe from the above- nen- 
tion'd Occaftons were innocent; or to! fay the AT : 
of them, pardonable: Whereas, had he choug "he fe . 
to have inſerted the Words introductory: to "This PH 
ſage, viz.” W7 for 1 64 Thin hich lie without 't th | 
«Covenant, and are t berefore: 7 Nabe, if by rea = 
been 


2 | iy N 


| of the ſeeming onflitt, c. the Citation had be 
nothing to his Purpoſe; for ae an the G Great 


: 5 ticles '6f our Faith can't be rank'd and: er the Head 


of Things leſs Neceſſary; and he had Wakted this Au- 
thoriry to Countenance him in his Cauſe 
_ "UN DEx the laſt Inſtance, Of ſuch as err, and 0 
praiſe accordingly, and 255 their Errors; he fees 
apprehenſive that the Zeal and Warmth if ſort, will 
bs for loading this Article with all whom thay think fit 
o damn — or __ even Juch _ 17 
; 10 495 | 


4 
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ITime of Day, what is Schiſin, or what is Hereſy ; tho 
El ſome. perverſe. Men, to skreen themſelves, or their 
Friends, or for promoting ſome worldly End, may 
4 diſpute the Nature of theſe Crimes. . Whom we 
think fit then to condemn as Schiſmaticks or Here- 
t.icls, we rightly condemn; whom we. ſuſpe&t as 
27 ſuch, we have good Ground to ſuſpect, and to 
= "Toad this Article with ſuch, is to load it with its pro- 
per Carriage. For they, err, they prattiſeaccording to, 
and juſtify their Practical Errors, © ©» 
Bur to bring off theſe Men as well as he can, 
whom he owns to be à Bad Sort, he takes great 
Pains to prove that an Erroneous Conſcience obliges ; 
which I think no Caſuiſt will deny: But the other 
| Side of the Queſtion, Whether it excuſes or not? 
he touches as if it burnt his Fingers. As certainly as 
nan Erroneous Conſcience obliges, ſo doth it not ex- 
cuſe, that is, leave a Man Faultleſs; for ſhould it, the 
Laws of God would be of no Conſideration, and it 
were the ſame Thing, whether they were oblerv'd or 
not. According then to the Nature of the Action, 
and its Circumſtances, and the Means of Informati- 
on laid in his Way, is the Erroneous Perſon more or 
leſs Culpable. That a miſtaken Conſcience doth not 
excuſe, even the ſecond Reaſon for the Obligation of it 
Thews ; where he tells us, That the Evil of any Aion, |* 
zt always meaſur d and judg d of by God and all good Men, 
| by the Intention of the Agent: But I ask, What is | 
i the Intention to be meaſur d by? Which Enquiry is 
7. of ſome Moment, ſince many are apt to confound 
38 the End propos d, with the Intention of the Agent; © 
between which there is as wide a Difference as be- ©? 
_ . tween an Efficient and a Final Cauſe. | The Anſwer © 
is, Tis to be meaſurd by the Nature of the |! 
Mean, made choice of for compaſſing the End; for 
it virtually includes the Means, Now in the Caſe 
„ : . of 
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Erroneous Conſcience then doth not excuſe by 


Virtue of this very Reaſon brought for its Obli- 
H x pleads thirdly for the Obligation of an Er- 
roneous Conſcience, by an Argument 4 minori ad ma- 
jus, taken from Scripture, Rom. xiv. 23. For if we are 
not to act under a doubting Conſcience, much leſs 
againſt its peremptory Dictates. And this is very 


true: But I would not have it here ſo much as in- 


ſinuated, that theſe Words, bat ſoe ver is not of Faith 
i Sin, and be that doubteth is damned if be eat, &c. 
were deſign'd as any Shelter, by the Apoſtle, to 
ſuch as ſhall break the Communion of the Church: 
For they relate, as is evident by the Context, not 

only to Matters indifferent in their Nature, but 
which are left ſo likewiſe to our Obligation; which 


ok a7 en Conſcience,” the Means us d for accom-. 
pliſhing the End, by the very Suppoſition, are bad, 
deing à Tranſgreſſion of ſome one or other of 
Go ps Laws, and conſequently the Intention put- 
ting me on the Choice of ill Means, muſt be Evil, 

let the End be what it will; and the Action being 
meeaſur'd by the Intention, muſt be Evil alſo. An 


- 


Fl 


% 


cant be ſaid of the Terms of our Communion. He 


that diſſents then doubting only of the Lawfulneſs 
of our Way of Worfhip, Ceremonies, and the like, 
has noPlea for his Schiſm; for tho', by the Suppo- 
ſition, 'tis uncertain to him, whether theſe Things 
are ſinful or not, yet this is very certain, That he 
ought to obey the Injunctions of his Governors, 
unleſs he can be poſitive that the Matters enjoyn'd 


are unlawful, that is, that his particular Conſci- 


ces mn fo co him fs 5 rt rt SS - 
Ou Author, Page 35, owns indeed, That the 
Crime of Erroneous Perſons conſis in their Negli- 
gence, which is more or leſs puniſhable, &c. but not by 
Aan, unleſs the Errors betray themſelves into ſuch Atts 
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nate incoufiſtent. aphl.the; Gut Inyo 


Mankind. 


Right: Our Civil Int + bogs moſt Va- 
Tuable we have to tis into eee they 
 thould be oppos d, — becomes of Religion. 
St. Poul to Titus; — of — hs. ſubverted, whole 
| Houſes, teaching Thi t not. I make 


no doubt that 1 — Men. a Conſcience for | 
whiat they did; and with as much Sincerity as is 
now done; and tis plain, that the Damage which 
others ſaffer'd b them, did not relate tg. their 
Civil Intereſts; for then it had ſoon been felt, an 


they would have Iook d on them as Enemies, — 4 2 


| ſtood them, and not have been perverted by them: 


| Yet thee Apoſtle declares of fuch, Thar their Mouths = 


eng be to be 45 ; which is ſome Sort of Puniſh- 
ment doubtle 


to the 8 of the Liberties of our A 


ahd.an heavy one too, according | 


ing an Efrin gement of their moſt valuable he a 1 


be Freedom of adting and what they pleaſe. But 

5 Hum comes 11 wa þ 22 Men by — Reli- 
gion, and the Purity of our Faith ſhall ſuffer, are 
not Cenſurable now as formerly, unleſs our Civil 

| Intereſts alſo are aſſaulted? What alters the Caſe? 

Either One muſt think, Religion and its Intereſt is 
really not fo Valuable, now as then; that the Sal- i 
vation of Mens Souls is not of that Moment as it 
Was in the Hfapey of the Church; or, which comes 
nearer to Truth, that the Enemies of both, may 
juſtly, and without the Oljum of Perſecution, be 
treated now as their Anceſtors were in the firſt Ages 155 


1 50 Chriſtianity. 


Bur gbſerve the Reaſon, why Erroneous Per- 


6 fans are not puniſhable by Man, unleſs they make | 


an Attempt upon our Civil Intereſts: Becauſe na 
One can tell what Induſtry, Pains ar Labour bas been 


usd to obtain the Truth, Then, I ſay, they ought 


ar to be Pansen d at all, let we 40 What che : 
I 'W U 5 


„% Ü © 0 
will: For ſhould they plead Conſcience when they 
invade our Rights and Properties, all we can do, is 
to be upon the Defenſive, we ought not to call for 
the Civil Sword againſt t 
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Dains and Tor opt; be Tub. 
Author is for making a Diſtinction, and puniſhing 
them for injuring our Civil Intereſts, but not when 
our Faith are expos d to Scorn and Contempt b 
the Treatment they give them. Which plainly e- 
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© them, ſince they may have 
ht we know, the utmoſt. Induſtry, 


74 


our, for obtaining the Truth. Yet our 


us d, for 


0 
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Vvidenceth his great Zeal for the Honour of Go D, 
88 155 the Safety of Religion, and what a Value he 
| ſets upon them above any worldly Intereſt or Con- 


Is the next Page, 36. he begs Leave to touch 4 
utile thoſe two Theological Scare- Crom, as he decent- 

I calls them, after Mr. Hale, Herel ; 
Now tho' tis certain theſe Words have been ſome - 
ttimes miſapply'd; yet to repreſent them in general 
by that opprobrious Compariſon, is an Argument of 


[4 


1 
* 


/// ᷣ ᷣͤ A on 
Ix thoſe Theological Scare-Crows, are not laftici- 7 
ent to deter the Vermine of the Age from Pecking 

gt the Myſteries of Religion, and defiling all Things 

Sacred; ſure I am, tho' I am far from pleaſing. 

myſelf with the Reflection, that there is another 
 Theolodigal Scare-Crow, as they may account it now, 
which like a Vulture will ſeize them hereafter, and 
feed on their /irals, without the Grant of a Mee. 
 ment's Eaſe or Reſpite. This moſt ingenious Com- 

153 parxiſon, our Author borrows from Mr. Haless Un- 

an{werable Tract of Schiſm, as he calls it: We have 

heard much of late of this Tra# ; how well it de- 

_ ſerves. the Character he gives of it, I ſhall not at 
preſent digreſs ſo far as to examine; but only re- 

"mark, That oer Author is oblig d in See, 

n eee Hog is Oe Tre mp 13 r, 


and Sebiſm. 5 5 


f - 
3 — wu“; AS he Sac 3 


” 
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MI. Hales to ſpeak well of his Tract; wherein, as 
| Mr. Norris has obſerv'd, He has handled Schiſm, as 
F be were feeling the Edge of a Razor ;; for the candid 
Account there given of Arianiſm, making it no 
more than a Name of Sebiſn, nothing near lo much 
as Hereſy ; which, by the way, is one Token, a: 
mong many other that might be given, of the Un- 
anſwerableneſs of this Trat# of Schiſm.  ' © 
Dero the Whole our Author concludes, That 
that Hereſy cannot be damnable, which conſiſts in pure 
Speculative Matters; nor ſuch as conſiſts in Simple Er- 
rors; nor ſuch as conſiſts in Points which have only Ac- 
cidental or Neceſſary Connexion not ſeen or own'd 'with 
Practice. He had better have ſaid, without the Trou- 
ble of enumerating Particulars, that no Hereſy what- 
ever is Damnable: I think he excepts the Cale 
Where it produces an Immoral Life; but this, right- 
Iy underſtood, is no Exception; for here the n- 
moral Man only is puniſh'd ; but the Heretick eſcapes. 
No, Sir, no Form of Godlineſs will be able to protect 
an Heretick, or juſtify him that is guilty of a manifeſt 
Deviation from, and Oppoſition to the Faith, as Mr. Chil- 
ling wort h Jenes Heh in that very Section which 
our Author next Cites, No outward Shew of Devotion, 
mo Pretences to Sobriety, Temperance, and all that, can 
excuſe ſuch as reſiſt the Truth, Men of corrupt Minds, . 


and reprobate concerning the Faith. e 
"HERESY cannot be Criminal, he ſays, unleſs it pro- 
ceeds from Negligence in ſearching after the Will of God : 
; Ten to one, but they may chance to hear of the 
Will of God, who will not be at the Pains them- 
ſelves to ſearch it out; eſpecially in a Nation, 
where His Word is duly preach'd. Negligence then 
| can ſcarce breed an Heretick in our Clime ; or elſe 
ö 
| 


from Wilfulneſs : But here we ſhan't agree what is 
_ Wilfulneſs. He allows no Error to be wilfull, un- 


I leſs knowingly perſiſted in: Others think they may 
EE a.  £ 
1 
. +" 


CPI 


fairly call dat Bande ſo, which is maintain d at 5 
due Means of Convigon As be may properly. be 
ſaid to be wilfully Blind, uo rejecks the Means 
offer d for — his Sight. | 
.THEyN comes'a Paſſage of Mr. Clilings wank 2 
: Chap. i ii. Sect. 127. which the Reader 2 wp. 
ing, will find impertinently quoted; for it relates 
only to obſcure Places of Scripture, 2s is expreſly 
ſaid, whereon no Articles of Faith are built; and 


f conſequently, no . can lie in che miſunder- 155 


ftanding U 
WEN once Nen are agreed ep aſe oh are 9 3 
mentals, ſays our Author, « great many Notions, to 
ſerve a Party, frequently call d Hereſies, will be blotted | 
out of the Catalogue. To ſerve a Party; This has been 
of late the uſual Cant of the Enemies of Religion; as 
if They who contend for the Primitive Faith, Way 


of Worſhip and Diſcipline, were a Party and a Exftian, Mw. 


and Hereticks and Schiſmaticks the pk true n 


ans. But we know whom we have believ d. 


as ſuch, not knowing the Bounds 


1 War N once Alen are agreed upon what are de- 15 
mentals; And cannot the Nature of them be rightly 
Stated without an univerſal Agreement? Has it not 
been done by ſeveral very Able Divines of our own? 
And altho we pretend not to exhibit a Catalogue of 
Things Neceſſary to be believ'd by every Individual 
i their ſeveral 
Capacities; Yet may we not with Truth affirm, 
That the Apoſtolical Creed contains the Fundamen- 
tals of Chriſtian Communion, moſt whereof are 
alſo Fundamentals of Salvation? Particularly that 
of our Saviour's Godhead ; for nothing leſs than that 
is meant, by that Expreſſion 3 in the ſecond Article, * 
lis being the Only Son of GOD. Are we in the 
dark, when we mention Fundamentals, becauſe the 
Church of Rome and We are not agreed herein; or 
becauſe thoſe whom we charge with Error in Ne- 


; cellar 7 


1 coffiry * to 

a deny 1 Points to be Fundomental, in the not be- 

lieving whereof, they differ from us? May not a 
l Zealot aer, the Romiſh | Perſuaſion, with equal Reaſon, 
ay, That when all are agreed chat ars Corrupt Pro. = 
Sies, and what dolatry is, the Charge now brought 

=— againſt his Church will drop as groundleſs? | 
TN follows a very notable Definition of an 
Heretick that is puniſhable : He 5s One that profeſſes 
 Deothrines which he knows to be Falſe, in order to Tegid 
into Practices which he knows to be wioked. 0 
We are greatly beholden to him for this Ac- 

5 con of the * For 5 the Times 

| were ſo corrupt, that you might frequently meet an 

Heretiet, even where One ought leaſt to expect it: 

By this Definition he has ſo — em, and totally 
routed theſe Corrupters of our Faith, chat they ne- 
ver will be able h . — to make Seesen He 

has baniſhid them by a moſt ſevere Excommunica- 
tion, not only from the Church, but from amongſt 

Men And now — Koa ſafely take a Tour withhim 

round Chriftendow narrowly -pry into every 

Corner — and not be able, tho many inno- 4 

cent Errors, falſely calFd. Herefies, may fall under 

your View, to diſcern any one true puniſhable He 
reſp.” For, is not this Definition of his Romantick? 
Doth it not exceed the Impiety of the very worſt 
of Men to match his Heretic? For tho we grant, 
there may be thoſe who profeſs Dollrines they know to 
be fulſe; yet not in order to lead Men into wicked Pra- 

&ices: To ſerve an ambitions or worlaly End, if you 
pleaſe, which probably can't be carryd on, unleſs 
e betray d into unwarrantable practices, but 
not primarily to Deſign the leading Men ao 
_ Wickedneſs, as his Definition implies.” 
= Bu r to allow the Res Definita, the Thing. or "Pap. 
fs; as to — mere than an Imaginary, 4 1 

Rea 


3, 
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Real Exiſtence, if he will; wliy muſt he be calbd 
a4 n Heretick particularly? May he not as well be a 
Sobiſmatick? For ſuppoſe One ſhould teach, which 
is no bare Suppoſition, That the Holy Spirit doth in- 


ſpire the very Words in Extemporaty-Prayer: This I 


; Ore falſe Doctrine; ſuppoſe it be ſet on foot in 


order to bring Forms of Prayer into Contempt, and 


thereby drive Men from the Communion of the 
Church; This I call an Evil Practice. Theſe Men 
a | then, by our Aut bor s Definition, are Hereticks and, | 
which is worſt of all, puniſhable Hereritks : So well 


has he manag'd their Cauſe which he undertook. 


Tis to no Purpoſe to reply, That they who hold 
the fore-mention'd Doctrine, are not conſcious of 
any Falſity in it, and therefore are unjuſtly brought 
under the Definition; for I may as well ſay, That 
no One ever was ſo wicked as to profeſs a Doctrine 
Which he knew at the ſame time was falſe ; and fo 
deny the Poſlibility of the firſt Part of his Definiti- 
on, till by Inſtances he ſhall have made it good? 
But as undoubtedly there have been ſuch Men; ſo 


whatever Doctrines are falſe, as that of Inſpiration in 


Extemporary- Prayer, the reſpective Profeſſors of them 
be ſuppos d to know them - falle, as 


may equally 6 
well in one Inffance as another. 
As AIN; Doth not this his 


= * * * * 5 — 5 _ l 
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Definition fit an Im- 
ſtor, as well as him he made it for? who is One 
that contrives a Scheme of Religion, profeſſes Do- 

. @rines he knows to be falſe, in order to lead Men into 
tzbe wicked Practice of adoring him, putting their 
14 Truſt and Reliance in him for Salvation. But here 
perhaps, he may Plead the Authority of his Friend, 

= - Mr. Hales , who agrees with him in making all He- 
reh a Lye; and accordingly, has rank d together 
= Manichaniſm, Macedonianiſm and\Mahometiſm, moſt 
= judicioully, under the Gena of Hereſy; for no 


pews de — 1 . 1 8 1 { Pp — N AAA 4 Dr — * 
pl # q Js by — LY 6 * * 1 a a 
LS 2 4 : l 


_- bene Reaſon, 1 lier, thn chat they bern 


"By this Word Hereſy at firſt, 2s: > well knowh, 1 
not only what we now underſtand thereby, | 


Sv. 


JT  Schiſn alſo was meant; yea, any new Doctrine, 
 . ttue or falſe, which drew Diſciples to it. Thus 8 
* Chriſtianity, according to the Notation of the Word, 
1  rerors, Was properly enough call'd the Sect or 
Hereſy of the Naxarenes. But this large Acceptati- 
on of che Word, has been long diſus d; we conſiwe 
it now to Fundamentals, 1 conſiſts its ſpecifick 
Difference, that Which diſtinguiſhes it from Naber WM 
Errors, and if Obſtinacy be added thereto, this ren-- 
ders it *puniſhable. The Clamour then that our Au- 
' thor endeavours to raiſe againſt us, of Condemn- 
ning all under Heretical Opinions, as Hererioks pu- 
nmiſbable, is falſe ; For many doubtleſs, and Iam 
apt to think he knows it very well, have been be- 
| * _ ceray'd by others, whom for ſome Reaſon or Induce- NR 
1 ment they have choſe to follow; or have been 
miſled by their own weak Judgment into Opinions 
* | of this Nature whoſe Errors, we really believe, 1 
will admit of a fair Excuſe: © Of which Sort we mi” 
xeckon thoſe filly Homen, ſome Hundreds of them, 
Who Arias by his crafty Inſinuations proſelyted | 
to his Impious Doctrines, as Epiphanius ks us, 
_ -Haref. 69. But wherever we find One who obſti- 
_ ately refuſes his Aſſent to a Fundamental, tho no 
_ dea than of Ecclefiaftical Communion, him, I think, 
. may truly account an Heretiek, and puniſhable 
oj > _06--- 
do Mew, ih our Aurhor, may puniſh 
- Pich, as his Heretick 2 confiſtent 8 
Iſs, Fuſtice and Mercy. But rio Go ſhould | 
puniſh him who vents Heretical Doctrines, and 
thereby the fame . the Minds of Men, tho he thinks, «of 
at the lame Time, that he 1 o only rar feu, 
Truth; 
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8 do. ie ag well with Jy- 


ee 


Aud Men, 


ors and Super- Inten- 


Lee Our 1 Fn dmg 

| again 
Cn. that is, till he came and accus' 
bimſelf, and Fat threatned to proceed in ſpreading 
his Kerogg, the 
Regard te che 1 


— of Reli gion, as the State to 


word ; becauſe having no Malice epenſe, bs 
could not be 'guiky of. Murder. If our b bed be de- 


bauch d and corrupted by ee Docrines, = $5. 
| Miſchief that is done to Religion, and the Souls of 
Men is the fame, whether thoſe Opinions proceed 
__ troman Rerctich, 1 in his Senſe of the Word, or not. 
Fam Man, ſays St. Paul to the Galotians, fo 
an other Goſpel than that ye have received, let 5 
accurſed; that is, for Preaching Doctrines nag 
ry to Chriſtianity, whether he thinks them ſa or not. 
Again, to _ 1 Ep. vi. F Tf any Man, teach 
ſome Words, even the 
Wards of our Lord Feſus Chriſt, aud to the Doctrine 
” which s according 5 Gadlineſs: He is proud, c. 
On Abr, Page 38, allows of the Apoſlle's 
Rule, Tit. iii. 10, 11. 4 Man that is an Heretick, after 
the farſt and ſecond A dmonition rejett, &c. But ne can 


_ otherwiſe, and. conſent not to who 


only verbally allow of it; for chis Canon never can 


| be put in Execution conſiſtently with his Notions. F 
For we ought not to proceed to the e 


much leſs the Rejecting a Man as an Heretick, till 


are aſſur d that he is conſcious of the Falſity ar the 1 


on \Dodrinesy and we © yg be afur d hereof, 


5-if Chriſt intended 5 
xr Government, and his — 


him who = ..4 


muſt be thought to have as little 


_ that of the Publick Safety, thou ould it allow of no 
1 — 1 on a Mad. man running about with 15 1 


2 


| partial and unprejudiced Part of Mankind, Whether - 
Dee that is once brought to on his Texers to be falle 
1 | 1 ſo likely to ſtand in need of repeated Admoniti- 
5 
| 


ons, as he that takes em for Truth? This Man cer- 

tainly is by far the moſt likely to perſiſt in Error af- 

ter frequent Admonitions, and at laſt to be de- 

ſervedly rejected. Sueh an One is ſubverted, iich q˙, 

be deviates or turns off from the Faith, and there- 

| | by ſinneth, being condemned of himſelf : The Word, 

| | evroxardxer®, doth not denote here, that he is 

| | Conſcious of the Falſity of his Doctrines, at leaft, it 

' doth not neceſſarily imply it; but only that he 

| Knows them to be contrary to the eſtabliſh'd or re- 
Ceeiv'd Doarines, and that, rather than recant, he 

chuſeth to be cut off from the Communion of the 

| Church; yea, he cuts himſelf off, and fo is Self- 

#0 condemn d. To ſay of every One, who after Admo- 

pitions is rejected, That he is Self-condemn'd,” mean- 

ing that he acts directly againſt his Conſcience, is 
more than the Apoſtle himſelf could be certain of; 
for this can be known only to Go p and the Man 


* 


CCC Wow 
ITA which generally bears the Name of Hereſy, 

'/ our Author will have to be an Error in ſome Specula- 

* tions about the Bleſſed Trinity, or ſuch Myſteries of Chri- 
3 ianity. He had done well had he inſtanc d in 

| thoſe Speculative Errors, and then we had under- 

' Rood him. I ſuppoſe, he takes Arianiſm for an Er- 
ror of that kind, as his good Friend Mr. Hales 

minces the Matter, when he tells us, That Arius 

taught erroneouſly concerning the Trinity. Either 

| t i Unanſwerable Writer was ignorant of the Cha- 

ricter of Arias and his Doctrines, or, in plain En- 
gliſh, he is guilty of a vile Diſſimulation. Ovght 
the Arian; to be brought off thus, as erring only in 

Speculations about the Trinity? Did they not fy 
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che very Doarine-irſelf,.by making Ses and E/, 


Sboeſ, no other than Creatures? This is ſo noto- 
frious, that tis needleſs to cite Teſtimonies in Proof 


8 branded as an Heretick? 


Ou Author drawing toward 2 Concluſion, pro- | 


nounces of Hereſy, That tis not an Error of the U u- 


dlerſtanding, but of the ii. 
Bur what does he mean by his Errors of the 
Underſtanding, and thoſe of the Hill? A Diſtincti- 
on indeed frequently us'd, but illogically. For 
theſe two Faculties, as they are commonly calbd, 
ean never ſtand here as Members under the Head of 
- Cauſe, or agree as Parts in the Whole. For the Un- 
derſtandim is no more than an Occaſional Cauſe of 
Error, which, properly ſpeaking, is no Cauſe: 
Whereas the Will is the real and proper Cauſe of 
all our Errors whatever. He had determin d much 
more agreeably to the Rules of a good Diviſion, 


and more cloſely to the Matter in hand, had he 
faid, Hereſy was an Error not of the Underſtanding, but | 


of the Indlinations. For tho', as I ſaid but now, the 
Will is the Proper Cauſe, yet there is always an 
Occaſional one of our Errors ; for ſhou'd the Will 
run directly into Error, this would be an embracing = 
it as ſuch, which is impoflible. 1 e 


Boy r by referring Hereſy to its true and real 
Cauſe, the Will, we are call'd upon to anſwer this 
Queſtion, wiz. Why he that impartially ſtudies tbe 
Seriptures, and differs in his Notions from the receivd d 
Hypotheſes in ſome Myſterious Speculative Matters, is 


_ - Wxricn, when bro 
and fairly and openly Stated, will eafily admit of 
an Anſwer. As; Why muſt he who pretends. to 

have impartially ſtudy'd the Scriptures, and yet can- 

not Aſſent to the Eternity of the Son of Go p, in 
the ſtrict Senſe of that ¶itribute; who tho he will 

. Hy . | 1 1 not 
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thoſe Perfelliom, which make them ſo more efpe- 
cially, viz. Omniſcience, Oumipreſence, and Infinite 


but from the Faith which was once deliver d to the 


EE Le R EEry nent — —— o, 
4 1 2 


a8 boch been is PE in Laying; chat & wank _ 


one, a Cloke for hiding the Deformity of his Opinion, 


' who cannot allow the Som and Hal Ghoſt, to be of 
one and the ſame Subſtance with the Father, equal. 


Objects of Divine Worſhip, as equally. ſharing in 


Power; Why muſt ſuch an One de branded with 


the i nominious Character of © Heretick ? For this 


Rea on; becauſe hereby he differs, not from the 
receiv d H H pot beſes only, this is not the worſt of it; 


Saints, from the plain Senſe of Scripture in theſe 


Doints, and ruins the whole Fabrick of Chriſtiani- ins 
ty, ſhould his Notions ever Sain a general Ad. 
mittance. 


Havi e thus trac our Author thro! his very 


5 40 and ſpecious Account of Error, and diſco- 
„ Si ig his Doubling, the true Ten- 
dency of his Steps, for advancing a boundleſs Liber- 
ty of Believing as we pleaſe in Religion, of main- 
tiaining any Sett of Notions or Principles, provided 
wie cover them with the Garb of «Morality ; I ſhall 


take my Leave of him with this ſhort Remark on 


vat he ſays by Way of Concluſion : Where he ſeems 
confident, That from what he has laid down, prog : 


dean be infer 4 that will encourage Schiſm. Tis we 
hae makes not the like Boaſt as to Hereſy ; Yet inthe 


next Line he flags, and is jealous leſt ſome Expreſ- 


ſions ſhou'd bear that Way, and be conſtru'd in 1 Fa. 


vour of it; and therefore, by Way of Aranement, 


' promiſes, Thar if any Difſenter.chinks to juſtify him- 
felf from what bas 3 ſaid, or upon the Principles laid 
vun i in the * W Trat tbere will nat 


be | 


* 
11 e 
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57e du dy. there was a time when he was not; yet al.. 


| lows him no truly infinite Duration, 4 


parte ante. wu 
Relation to the World ; but a Sort 4 ou an Indeſinite 


* 5 
eee | whe: 
» $10 4 \ 4 . 4 
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the Un 


| .cerns me not at 


of Advice, as a Friend, tho Stranger, Tleave with 
him, That he would drop his Wo 


\ be EY: 46 will Iiefend 1 Mr. Hales, and who will | 
' prove the 22 parution Pom the Charch = 


9 England, very confiftently. wink the Principles bere 
id down. How contltently he may do it, con- 


preſent to examine; But this Piece 91 


Deſign of Provi 
Spades from: the Church o 


Unreaſonableneſs of 


A England: For ſhould he imbark in an Undertaking 


© Learnedly Handled, 
0 him 


of that Nature g̃ in the firſt 


meet with no Thanks from dhe Dißemers and their 
Friends, that think they hae 
muob as 


25 Book. And, in the next Place, He cou d do thete- 


| H NT 


He is ſure to 


Right to « Toleration, ac 
they bawe 0 be Proteſtants, Page ro. of his 


by no great Service to-Our-Church : Fer the Subjed — | 
= been long finee)Copiouſly, Perſpicubuſſy, and 

and, without Diſparagement 
by | a much better Ter. All the Rewartl 


he cou'd reaſonably promiſe himſelf for his 'Pwins, ; 


wou'd be the 


purchaſing the oiione.Cheratfer fan | 
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'.- vi in 0p lead in 5 Paul's-Church 


4.85 che Inferior Orders of the Ansient 'Clerg 
.. SC Of the Manner of their Elections and Ordinati 


Were to be Ordained. III. Of their Privileges, 
© -Immunities, and Revenues: IV. of the ſeveral 
Laws relating to heir Employment, Life any Con- 
Vverfation, Te Second Edition, ' 1 e OEM 
SY 115 Origanes: Eccleftaſtice. e 
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' \ Rigines Eicleuſtiee Or, The Antiquities of the 

x "Church. Vol. I. In twWo Books, W hereof the 

faſt treats: of Chriſtians in general; Thei ir ſeveral _ 
lames and Degrees; Of C techmens, Laity and 


5 + U And the ſecond gives a particular Account 


of the ſeveral Superior Orders and Offices in the 


5 hurchi. Tbe Second Editions 


gines Eccleſtaftica. Vol. II. Giving an Aecount, 


ons, and the particular Qualifications en 


ies Vol. III. 

tain d, I. An Account of the ancient Aſceticks, and 
the Original of Monks ſucceeding them, with the 
feveral Laws and Rules relating to the Monaftick | 


y 


5 5 Life. II. An Account of che ancient Churches, 
their Originals, Names, Parts; Utenſils, Conſens.” - 
Tido, e HE. -A Geographical Deſcription of the 


Diſtriets of the ancient Church, or an Account of 


"IF Diviſions into Provinces, Dioceſes, and Pariſhes, 


and of the firſt Original oftheſe. I he Whole mee 
ſtrated with Cuts, Maps, and Indexes. 
Ori H Or, The eAntiquitie of the 


; c Chyrch.; Vol IV. In three Books, Sea 
an Account, I. Of the Inſtitütion of the Satechu- 


mens, and the fit Ut ot the Creeds in the Church. 
II. Of the Rite and Suſtoms obſerved in the Ad- 
miniſtration of Baptiſm, HI Of * 
Ve other Rites fol owing Baptiſm. 


* Joſeph * Rector of Havanty 3 33 5 . 
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